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t, either in the British Parliament or in the 
‘\werican Parliament. The only authority the 
 wifeman has cited on the subject relates to dis- 
iorly conduct; and it is right. If the members 
of the minority or of the majority behave ina dis- 
orderly manner in committee, then itisa snesae 
of privileges it affects the rights, the comfort, the 
jecorum of members; then it becomes emphatic- | 
ally a question of privilege; and if any such thing 
had been done in this committee, the gentleman 
would have had a right to bring it before the 
House for its consideration; but not as to what 
may be their judgment, not whether they shall 
think that this fact or another fact ought to be in- 
quired into. No, sir; that is not a question of | 
privilege. It is a question for the judgment of 
the member as much as his votes upon this floor. 
When you constitute a committee in the regular 
way, and intrust matters to them, it is the high 
rerozative of every member of it to be governed, 
until he reports to the House, according to the 
dictates of his own intellect and judgment. This | 
H[ouse has no control over him. If he is disor- 
derly, that is a question of privilege to be brought 
to the attention of the House. | 

Then,as I said before, the gentleman has utterly 
failed to produce a precedent for the course which 
he now pursues. He says that it is difficult to get 
precedents. Why, sir, there is hardly a subject 
connected with privilege, from the arrest of a 
debtor, the arrest of a member’s servant, insult to 
him on the street, a challenge to fight—there is 
hardly a single conceivable case of privilege which 
there are not precedents for in the British Par- 
liament. 

Now, sir, I ask if the bare absence of a pre- 
cedent is not conclusive that I am right in saying 
that such an idea never before entered the brain 
of any man in the British Parliament, or in this 
country, as that, because the minority of a com- 
mittee think that the majority have not taken the 
view of a question which they ought to take, 
they have, therefore, a right to bring the matter 
before the House as a question of privilege. 

I say, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that it is not a 
question of privilege. ‘The fact that no such pre- 
cedent is to be found in the British Parliament is 
conclusive to my mind that it never entered into 
the brain ofa British statesman or Commoner that 
such a thing was a question of privilege. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I have said before, I do 

not wish to prolong this debate, and I do not in- 
tend to. I look upon this as one of the most im- 
portant movements that has ever been made in 
his House since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment. I have endeavored toshow what would be 
the effect of it. Any member of a committee in 
the minority might rise any day to a question of 
privilege; no matter whether it was a special or 
a regular committee. The movement is revolu- 
tionary. It strikes at the foundation of the rules 
of order of this House. If the House establish 
it, its Operation would be to prevent the House 
from doing any business whatever, for it would 
be perfectly competent for any member of a com- 
mittee that does not act in accordance with his 
views to raise a question of privilege and have the 
matter decided by the House. 

Now, sir, on turning over the authority from 
which the gentleman [Mr. Harris] read, I find, 
on page 750, what I conceive to be the entire doc- 
ee on this subject. And I wish gentlemen to 
lear it: 


“When a committee has gone through with the business 
referred to it, and has agreed upon a report to be made to the 
House, the duty of preparing the report is devolved upon 
some one of the members, usually the chairman, by whom it 
18 prepared accordingly, and submitted to the committee for 
their consideration. When the report is agreed to by the 
committee, the chairman, or some other member, is directed 
to present it to the House ; and the committee, having thus 
performed its functions, adjourns without day, and is dis- 
solved. But the committee can only act when together, and 
not by separate consultation and consent, nothing being the 
report but what has been agreed to in committee actually 
assembled. The report of a committee, both in its form and 
48 to its substance, ought to correspond with the authority 
of the committee. If it does not, it will either be recom- 
mitted, disagreed to, or directed to be withdrawn.”’ 
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of the committee, in this case, has agreed to its 
report, and I have repeatedly offered to present it. 
It has been prepared conformably to law; and, if 
it be notin conformity with the order of the House, 


| then the House has got control over the matter. 


When it is presented, that will be the time for ac- 
tion. The House can disagree to it, can recom- 
mitit, or can discharge the committee. The House 
has complete control over it. But the committee 
is first to report, and to report by the mouth of 
the majority. 

Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman from 
Georgia permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STANTON. [ask the gentleman whether, 
if the refusal complained of be a refusal on the part 
of the majority of the committee to discharge their 
duties or make a report, there is, on his principle, 
any mode by which the question can be brought 
before the House, except by a suspension of the 
rules by a vote of two thirds? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Under our 
rules there are two different ways, I tell the gen- 
tleman, that occur to me on the instant. One is by 
a suspension of the rules. Another is, that on 
resolution day, any member has got a right to 
offer any resolution he sees fit to present; and it 
may be done by unanimous consent. Still, itis 
no question of privilege. ‘The rules provide the 
remedy. ‘The rules are ample. I have never yet 
known an instance of wrong complained of that 
could not be remedied under the rules. Why 
should time-honored rules be overridden in such 
acase as this? If you complain of the non-exe- 


| cution of the order of the House by the commit- 


tee, why not hear the committee? I, as the organ 
of that committee, am prepared to meet the com- 
plaint before the House. I am prepared here to | 
say and to show that the order of this House has 
been fully executed. If it has not been, it is for | 
the House to recommit the subject, discharge 
the committee, or turn the subject over to another | 
committee. I am ready to meet the issue. The 
majority are ready to meet the issue. Butdo not 
come in this sidelong way, overturning the rules 
and orders of the House, and upsetting parlia- 
mentary law, which would be just as unfortunate 
for one side of the House as forthe other. Iam 
for abiding by the rules and by the laws of the 
House, and for accomplishing nothing in an in- 
direct way. Hence, asI said the other day, l am 
perfectly willing to let the report come before the 
House. Letit be printed; let members read it; and 
let a day be fixed for its consideration. And if 
the gentleman can show, by the printed reports, 
that the order of the House has not been exe- 
cuted, let them doit. Iam prepared to meet them. 
Hence, I ask that, by general consent, the prop- 


of the House, itis well known that the committee | 
may not be called for three months. The Con- | 
gress before last, the regular committees were not | 
called after this period of the year. The Com- | 
mittee on Public Lands was the last called after 
this period; and all the regular committees have | 
to be called before the special committees. That | 
is why I was anxious to bring the report before | 
the House, and to let the House consider it. I 
repeat the same now. I will not detain the House 
longer at this time. 
Mr. GROW. I presume that there is no dif- 
| ference of opinion in this body as to the fact that 
the orders of any legislative body are to be obeyed | 
by its committees. And if they be not obeyed, 
the subject isa question of privilege for the legis- 
lative body. The Chair so decided the other day 
in answer to a question propounded by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, [Mr. Wasnsurn.] The only 
question that arises in this case is, how is this 
question of privilege to be got at? In order to 
ascertain whether a question of privilege arises, 
it is necessary to know what the orders of the 
House were. I will therefore ask the Clerk to read 
the resolution passed by the House under which | 
| this committee was raised. 
The resolution was read, as fallows: 


osition may be agreed to; because, under the rules || 


| ilege? 
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the constitution framed at Lecompton, in the Territory of 
Kansas, by a convention of delegates therein, and the pa 
pers accompanying the same, be referred to a select com 
mittee of fifteen, to be appointed by the Speaker ; that said 
committee be instructed to inquire into all thea facts con 
nected with the formation of said constitution, and the laws 
under which the same was originated, and with all such 
facts and proceedings as have transpired since the formation 
of said constitution, having relation to the question or pro 
priety of the admission of said ‘Territory mto the Union 
under said constitution, and whether the same is veceptable 
and satisfactory to a majority of the legal voters of Kansas ; 
and that said committee have power to send for persons and 
papers.”’ 

That is the order of the House made to this 
committee. It was, that they should inquire into 
all the facts in reference to the formation of this 
constitution, That was the subject-matter referred 
to this committee. The resolution did not direct 
them to report any bill, oranything to the House 
for its legislative action. It was simply a com- 
mittee of inquiry. Now, have that committee 
obeyed tho order of the House? If they have 
not, then they have violated the privileges of the 
House, and are subject to its action. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The merits of 
that report are not before the House; and I rise 
to a question of order, that the gentleman shall 
confine himself strictly to the appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, it comes with an 
ill grace from.the gentleman from Georgia, who, 
in his remarks, went over the whole question in 
all its bearings, to makea point of order on me. 
The gentleman spoke freely, without objection 
from this side of the House. Ne point of order 
was raised on him. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I confined my- 
self strictly to the merits of the question before 
the House. If the gentleman wants to go into a 
discussion of the resolution, and what the com- 
mittee has done, it is what I want, but it is what 
this proceeding will not let us do, 

Mr.GROW. Ifthe gentleman rises to a ques- 
tion of order, let him state it. He cannot take 
the floor from me to debate the question. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I raise the ques- 
tion of order that the gentleman is not confining 
himself to the question before the House. 

Mr. PALMER. I wish to know whether the 
gentleman from Georgia did not declare to this 
House that the committee had executed its order 
fully; and yet the gentleman says that he did not 
go into the merits of the question as to what the 
committee had done at all. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I stated that] 
was prepared, at the right time, to show it; but I 
did not go into any argument to show it. 

Mr. PALMER. ‘The gentleman declared that 
the committee had executed its order fully. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. ! call the 
genueman from New York to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is entitled to the floor, and he will con- 
fine himself to the question before the House. 

Mr.GROW. The question before the House 
is, whether the question raised by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Harris} is a question of priv- 
Then, to show whether it 18 a question 
of privilege or not, I propose to ask the Flouse, 
whether the committee have obeyed the orders of 
the House? If they have not, | take it the Chair 
will decide that it is a question of privilege. ‘Then 
I come to the point, how is the House to have 
their orders obeyed? and to show that, I have read 
the language of the order. You have raised a 
committee, which has been appointed by the 
Speaker, to inquire into all the facts and circum- 
stances connected with the formation of a consti- 
tution for Kansas at Lecompton last fall, and pre- 
sented to the House by the President of the 
United States, accompanied by a message. That 
was the subject referred to them. Now, it may 
be difficult to find in the books an exact precedent 
which shall apply to this case precisely, for the 
reason that the parliamentary law requires that 
when a legislative body orders a thing to be don 
through the medium of a committee, the presiding 


| officer shall appoint a majority of that committee 


There is the parliamentary law. The majority '' “Resolved, That the message of the President coneerning \' from those who are in favor of carrying out that 
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themselves against the proposition, it is a viola- 
tion of parliamentary law, and we should be at a 
loss to find a precedent to apply to such a case. | 
presume, under the circumstances, the raising of 
this committee has no precedent. The parlia- 
mentary law is clear. ‘There is no question on 
either side of the Chamber in reference to it; that 
when a special committee is raised, the friends of 
the subject on which it is raised, are to compose 
the majority of the committee. I need not read 
the old phraseology of the rule in which it is pre- 
scribed; as it is said by Grey, ‘‘ that a child is 
not to be put to a nurse that cares not for it.”’ 

Mr. WINSLOW. Irise toa question of order. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania is out of order. 
His remarks are foreign to the point before the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair feels some deli- 
cacy in ruling upon the question, inasmuch as the 
gentleman is commenting upon the action of the 
Chair. 

Mr. GROW. Iam commenting on the subject 
in this view of it, that if a majority of a commit- 
tee are opposed to the order of the House, and 
were known to be so opposed to it before they 
were appointed, how are you to compel them to 
ovey the order of the House, except it be upon 
the report of the minority ? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will pardon the Chair for correcting him, 
he is mistaken in the fact which he assumes. 
The matter referred to the committee was the 
President’s message. 

Mr. GROW. That is a difference of opinion 
between the Chair and myself; and the difference 
arises out of the construction of the resolution. 
My construction is, that the only subject-matter 
referred to the committee is an inquiry into all the 
facts. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I rise toa question 
of order. I am very reluctant to interfere with 
the gentleman’s remarks, but the constitution of 
this committee has nothing to do with the ques- 
tion before the House. 

Mr. GROW. I have no further remarks to 
make upon that point. If the majo ‘ty of the 
committee, then, choose to violate the order of the 
House, and the minority of the committee have 
not the right to bring the facts to the attention of 
the House, how is the House to take action on it 
at all, and compel the committee to obey the or- 
der of the House? Forinstance, if you refer a bill 
to a committee, a majority of whom are against 
it, and opposed to any legislation on the subject, 
with instructions to make certain inquiries in re- 
lation to it, and report it back to the House, the 
majority of the committee being opposed to the 
bill refuse to report it back at all; lL ask you if it 
would notbe a question of privilege for any mem- 
ber to rise in his place and state that the order of 
the House had not been obeyed; that the com- 
mittee had refused to carry out the instructions 
of the House in order to prevent legislation on 
the subject? I take it, that would be a clear case. 
We need no precedent for it. Common sense is 
precedent enough. This committee, a majority 
of it, are opposed to making any investigation. 
A member rises in his place and states that the 
cominittee have refused to make the investigation 
which the House has ordered, yet the gentleman 
from Georgia says we must wait until the major- 
ity of the committee have reported before we can 
raise the question. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I wish to cor- 
rect the gentleman. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania says that the majority of this commit- 
tee are Opposed to investigation. Now, sir, so 
far as I am concerned, I am in favor of investiga- 
ting every material fact bearing upon the subject. 
I think the committee has done it, and at the 
proper time I shall be ready to show it. I did 
not wish the remark should go into the gentle- 
man’s speech that the majority of the committee 
are opposed to investigation, withoutreply. The 
committee have investigated every material fact 
having any bearing upon the propriety of admit- 
ting Kansas as a State into the Union. 

Mr. GROW. The resolution instructs the 
committee to inquire into all the facts connected 
with the formation of that constitution, whether 
they are material or not. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 








_ question of order. The gentleman is speaking 
/ upon the report of the committee. When that 


report is before the House will be the time to dis- | 


cuss that subject; and I shall then be prepared to 


show that it does cover every fact. 
Mr. GROW. 


I was just speaking upon the | 


point made by the gentleman from Georgia, that | 
the report had not come in, when the gentleman | 


from Georgia interrupts me; and now when I 
commence to answer the point of the gentleman’s 


interruption, [am interrupted by a question of | 
I P yaq 


order. So it seems that there is great trouble 


upon that side of the House. When no objection | 


was made to the gentleman’s proceeding in his | 
own way, | hoped I should not be broken up in | 


mv argument. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 


I rose to in- | 


terrupt the gentleman after he had made a state- | 


ment of fact in regard to the committee. I cor- 


rected that statement of fact. Then the gentleman | 


wentonto make another statement which involves 
a fact as to the report. 

Mr. GROW. made no such statement; but 
I read from the Journals of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- | 


tleman is getting beyond the line of legitimate 
debate. 

Mr.GROW. I have no disposition to get out 
of the line of debate; but I do not like to be in- 
terrupted by the gentleman, after he has been 
allowed to proceed in his own way. 

The resolution provides: 

“That said committee be instructed to inquire into all the 
facts connected with the formation of said constitution and 


the laws under which the same was originated, and into all | 


such facts and proeeedings as have transpired smce the | 
formation of said constitution, having relation to the ques- | 


tion or propriety of the admission of said Territory into the 
Union under said constitution, and whether the same is ac- 
ceptable and satisfactory to a majority of the legal voters of 
Kansas.”? , 

That was the order of the House. 
tion was left to the committee whether they were 
to investigate as to what they conceived material 
facts. They were to investigate all the facts re- 
lating and pertaining to the formation of the con- 
stitution. Such being the order, how can it be 
violated ? 


No discre- | 


3y the committee refusing to investi- | 


gate the facts. And when they do that it isa ques- | 


tion of privilege, and the House have the right to 
have their orders obeyed. 
them obeyed ? The gentleman from Georgia says, 
only by waiting until the majority make a report, 


How can they have | 


when the minority can come in and raise the ques- | 


tion that they have not obeyed the order of the 
House. 


Mr. Speaker, you read the law, and 1 need not 


state to the House that the minority has no right | 


to make a report except by unanimous consent. 
Then the majority can trample down the order 
of the House; and will they come in and say that 
they have violated it? Ofcourse not. They are 
wrong-doers, and they will not report that they 
are in the wrong. Ifa single member objects to 
the minority stating the facts, it can be led out, 
and thus you can prevent the House from ever 
arriving at that point of privilege cf compelling 
its committee to obey the orders of the House. 
It is only by courtesy, then, that it is to come in! 
Are the privileges of the House to rest upon the 
courtesy of members? They are rights higher 
and above the rules of the House. They rest 
upon no courtesy. The gentleman from Georgia 
said you could compel your committee to obey 
the order by offering a resolution on resolution 
day. When is resolution day? When you can 
get two thirds to suspend the rules of the House, 
you can offer your resolution, and in no other 
case, unless the States be called; and when the 
States are called a member can offer a resolution. 
But you may go through a whole session without 
ever reaching a call of the States. A large minority 
of the House could prevent it for a whole ses- 
sion, and thus again the privileges of this House 
are made to rest upon courtesy. 

After its rules and orders are violated, and the 
majority refuse to aa them, it is the right of 
any member upon this floor to present that fact to 
the House, and they may determine what shall 
be their action; and in this case, supposing it is 


entertained as a question of privilege, the House ~ 


may determine the proceedings of the commit- 


_ tee when they are presented, whether they have 


|, complied with the order. Then we shall know 
I rise to a || 


whether the rights of the House have been in- | 
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order. And when the presiding officer appoints 
a committee, a majority of whom have declared | 
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vaded, and what wrong has been done. ‘tne : 
na 


'| way the House has the means of knowing whpy,,. 


its order has been obeyed. If they determine y,,,. 
it has not been obeyed, they can issue ney, j,. 


structions, or they can discharge the commir,,.. 


and raise another, or they can lay aside the yw; 
subject, as they please. Pas 
In the mode pointed out by the gentleman fy», 
Georgia, the privileges of the House, so fy; ,, 
compelling its committee to obey its order, ros), 
upon courtesy, and courtesy alone; for there js 


| way of compelling them to obey, sajong as th), 


is one single man to object. 

The gentleman from Georgia read from pa 
mentary law to show how the remissness of »\, 
committee could be obviated. I agree with };, 
that it is to be obviated in the way pointed 
But this is no case of remissness. It is why. 
there is a total disregard of the order of the Hoyg, 
which is a contempt of the House. How are y, 
to reach such a case as that?) We may read 1) 
parliamentary books, and I presume we will {iy 
no such case as this. We have an order of {) 
House upon a certain subject, and the committe, 
is formed with a majority against that subjec 


They voted against it when it was on its passage 


That was the subject referred to them. No subjce; 
or measure of legislation can be reported under thy 
order. They can only report these facts. Ty 
majority of them voted against any investigation 

Mr. WINSLOW. Icall the gentleman to order 
He is discussing matters not before the Hous 
The gentleman cannot know what the committe 
did, until they report. 

The SPEAKER. 
order. 

Mr. GROW. I mean to say this; a majority 
was placed upon that committee who voted avainst 
the resolution. It was a violation of parliament. 
ary law, then, in the beginning, in appointing tha 
committee; and the committee then violated th 
order of the House in their conduct if they re. 


The gentleman is not jp 


| fused to investigate. 


Mr. MAYNARD. [rise to a point of order 
It is out of order to state that parliamentary law 
was violated by the action of the Speaker. He 
has no right to arraign the Speaker of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair intimated as much 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and hoped 


| that he would not repeat it again. 


Mr. GROW. [I take it that the acts of the off- 
cers of this House, and the acts of members, are 
proper subjects for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. At the proper time it would 
be so. In the discussion of this subject, the Chair 
is of opinion that the action of the Speaker, in con- 
stituting the committee, is not the proper subject 
of debate. 

Mr. GROW. Then the Chair rules that that 
is not pertinent, and the subject of legitimate ar- 
gument on the point before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The opinion of the Chair is 
that it is not pertinent. 

Mr. SEWARD. Do I understand the gen'le- 
man to say that the appointment of the commit 
tee was a violation of parliamentary law? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is hardly 
in order for the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
make a response to that question, as the Chair 
has ruled that discussion in that connection is not 
in order pending this question. 

Mr. GROW. All I purpose to do in this dis- 
cussion is to comment upon the acts of mer. 
With their motives I have nothing todo. I diss- 
gree with men upon this floor in regard to matters 
of legislation. I believe that some matters of legis: 
lation now pending are as great outrages as were 
ever attempted to be perpetrated by a legislative 
body; but I charge no want of sincerity to those 
who advocate them, because the human intellect 


' is so constituted that men hold all shades of opin- 


ion on the same subject, owing to diversity o 
education, or the stand point from which they 
view the same subject. 

But! passthat by. But before taking my se*' 
I wish to say one word upon a point to which 
should before have adverted had I not been inte!- 
rupted—that is, where a committee of this Hous? 
is raised, and a subject-matter of legislation 's 
referred to it, under an order of the House, and 
that committee comes in and reports to the Hous? 
through its majority, and the minority of the com- 
mittee are allowed to report only by the courtesy 
of the House. There is no question about that. 
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rut if a committee is charged with an express 
aty, separate from the general duties of the com- 
‘ be by resolution of the House, and the com- 
ri oe refuses to carry out that instruction, then, 
y hold that it is a question of privilege that can 
“7 raised by any member of this House. And 
then the facts are presented to the House; the jour- 
nal of the committee, showing its action, is laid 
- the House; and the House determines 
ther the committee has complied with its order 
ornot. Ifithas, then, of course, the committee is 
free from censure; if it has not, then it is subject 
to the censure of the House, and the House can 
cither give the committee new instructions, or dis- 
charge it entirely and raise a new one. 

The question now presented by the gentleman 
from Illinois 1s: Has this committee obeyed the 
orders of the House? He proposes to lay before 
the House the journal and proceedings of the com- 
mittee, all that they have to say in their defense, 
os well as what is charged upon them. That pre- 
sents the question of privilege in the only shape 
in which it can be presented asa right. In any 
other mode it can only be presented as a matter 
of courtesy, and I hold that the privileges of tlve 
House can rest upon no such basis. In my judg- 
ment, this is a clear case of privilege which any 
member has a right to raise, and it becomes the 
duty of the House to act upon it, and to take such 
a course as they may think proper. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I am one of 
those who believe that parliamentary law and 
practice required that this committee should have 
been so constituted as thata majority of it should 
have reflected the opinions of the majority of this 
House; but whether so constituted or not, I hold 
that it is the duty of the committee to carry out 
the orderof the House; and if they fail in so doing, 
that they would be in contempt of the House, and 
ought to be discharged, and another committee 
appointed that would carry out the order of the 
House, or such additions made to the committee 
as would attain thatend. but, Mr. Speaker, how 
are we to know whether this committee has carried 
out the order of the House in the present aspect 
of the case? Here we have, on the one hand, the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Harris,| whostates 
that the committee have not carried out the order 
of the House; and here is the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. SrepHens] on the other, who comes 
forward and takes precisely the opposite ground, 
and alleges that the committee have executed the 
order of the House. Well, they are both highly 
honorable gentlemen, gentlemen of undoubted ve- 
racity. How can the House tell, in this state of 
the case, what the facts are, and whether the com- 
mittee has discharged its duty or not? Sir, it can- 
not be done by allowing individual members to 
come forward and make statements of what has 
transpired in the committee. The proper way to 
get at it,in my humble judgment, is to submit 
here the official record of the proceedings of the 
committee. ITunderstand that such a record was 
kept. I understand that that record includes the 
entire action of the committee, includes the report 
of the gentleman from Georgia, includes every- 
thing connected with the whole investigation, from 
beginning to end. 

Now, sir, in my judgment, the proper way is 
not to take verbal statement of any member of the 
committee, or to allow it to be made; but let the 
gentleman from Illinois submit his staternent— 
call it a report, or record, or what you will—and 
let the gentleman from Georgia do the same with 
We shall then have all the facts before 


before 


whe 


us, 


Mr.QUITMAN. Iam sorry to be obliged to 
call the gentleman from Indiana to order, but I 
feel bound to do so. My point of order is, that 
the question before the House is whether the de- 
cision of the Chair, that this is not a question of 
privilege, shall be sustained? That is the whole 
question. 

Mr. ENGLISH. 
speaking to. 

Mr. QUITMAN. [am not prepared at this 
moment, before a report has come in, to go into the 
question, whether the committee has discharged 
its duty? We shall be able, 1 think, to show, at 
the proper time, that we have not failed to perform 
our duty, as gentlemen charge. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is, 
whether this is, or is not, a privileged question? 


Mr. ENGLISH. I am alluding to these facts 


That is the very point I am 
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for the purpose of giving my views in reference to 
that point. 


Now, I desire to inquire of the Chair whether, |! 


if the House should allow the gentleman from ILI- | 


linois and the gentleman from Georgia to submit 
their statements, reports, or whatever you may 
call them, so that all the facts may be brought 
before the House, it will not then be in order to 
move to print those statements or reports, and to 
postpone their consideration to some future day, in 
order that gentlemen may examine the records, to 


see whether the committee has executed the order | 


of the House? for this is the point in dispute. I 
submit that question to the Chair. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. That is exactly | 


what I have been desiring ali the time, that the 
House should allow our report to be presented, 
and also the statement, or report, or record, or 
what not, of the minority, and order them to be 
printed. 

Mr. GROW. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I have the floor. 


Mr. GROW. My point of orderis, that the gen- | 
tleman from Georgia cannot interrupt the gentle- | 
man from Indiana except for personal explana- 


tion. The gentleman was so kind to me when | 
was speaking that I want to return it. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana | 
propounded the question to the Chair, whether or | 


not, if the report and journal and the views of 


the minority of the committee should be presented, | 
it would be in order to move to print them, and | 


e ° t s 
postpone their consideration to a day certain? 


Mr. ENGLISH. Yes, sir; that is my ques- 
tion. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The report can be received 
by unanimous consent; and when the report shall 
have been received by the House, and also the 
views of the minority, it will then be competent 


for the House to take such order as it chooses in ' 


regard to them; and a motion to print and post- 
pone would be in order. 
Mr. ENGLISH. I desire to ask further, 


whether, intheevent that this matter shall be post- 


poned to a day certain, after receiving the state- | 


ments of these gentlemen, and adopting an order 


to print, it will not be in order, when that day | 


arrives, to discharge this committee, to recommit 
with instructions, or to add to the committee ? 

The SPEAKER. 
the control of the House; and it is the impression 
of the Chair—the Chair throws it out as an inti- 
mation—that the House can make whatever dis- 
position of them it chooses, either by discharging 
the committee, recommilting, reinstructing, or in 
any other way. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Then, I appeal to parties on 
all sides to allow that course to be adopted, to re- 
ceive the papers from both these gentlemen, awd 
fix a day when the matter shall be considered; and 


| then Jet the gentleman from Hlinois withdraw his 


appeal. [Cries of ** No! no!’’) [ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House that the gentleman 
from Illinois and the gentleman from Georgia be 
allowed to submit their reports. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
and at all times. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to yield to me for a sugges- 
tion. 

Mr.WASHBURN, of Maine. I would like to 
state to the gentleman from Indiana the reasons 
why I object. 

(Loud cries of ** Object!’’] 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to permit me to have read a 
resolution which, if he do not see fit to adopt it 
as his own, I will offer after he has taken his seat, 
if 1 am fortunate enough to get the floor. 1 think 
it wil meet fairly the difficulties of this case. 

The resolution was read for information, as 
follows: 


I object now, 


Resolved, That the whole matter now before the House 
be made the order of the day for Tuesday, the )6th instant, 
at one o’clock, when the majority report of the special com- 
mittee on Kansas affairs, together with the report of ihe mi 


nority of said committee, shall be submitted to the House. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I object. | 
Mr. ENGLISH. I take it that my proposition 
is a better one than that. I want these reports to 


be printed, so that we may lave an opportunity | 


of considering them. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. With the leave of the 
gentleman from Indiana, I desire to present a 


The papers will be within 


E. 
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proposition which I think will exactly meet his 
views, and meet the exigencies in which the 
House finds itself placed. Hoping that this con- 
troversy and difficulty may pass away as a suni- 
mar cloud, leaving no trace behind it, and enabling 
the country to come directly to a proper under- 
standing of all this matter, and to arrive at a just 
and patriotic eonclusion, | ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer the following reso- 
lution: 


Resolved, That both branches of the special committee 
to whom was referred so much of the President’s message 
as relates to Kansas, &c., be permitted, each, as fully as it 
pleases, to submit to this House all proceedings of said com 
mittee, or failures to proceed, and all facts which either 
branch may regard as material or proper ; that such reports, 
when made, be printed, and be made the special order for 
Wednesday next. 


Mr. WINSLOW. I object. 

Mr. STANTON. If the report of the majority 
of the committee recommends no action by the 
House, so that there can be no danger from its 
presentation, I certainly can see no objection to 
the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Eneutsu. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I understand this to be the 
state of the case. Even if the gentleman from 
Georgiashould,in the statement which hesubmits, 
recommend the adoption of a resolution by the 
House, it does not follow that the House is bound 
to adopt that resolution, or to concur in the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia. Not at all. 
The whole subject will be open for the action of 
the House when the day arrives. Therefore, the 
objection of the gentleman from Ohio amounts to 
nothing. We are not going to be entrapped in 
this thing. When the day arrives to which this 
matter will be postponed, it will be then open to 
the action of the House. We may then discharge 
this committee, and provide for the appointment 
of another committee that will execute the order 
of the House; or we may get at it in some other 
way, by recommitting it with instructions, or 
adding to the number of the committee. There 
are various ways in which the House can secure 
that which it desires to be done. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I desire to ask the 
gentleman this question: suppose that after we 
have got the reports in the House the previous 
question should be called, and that it should be 
seconded: what would then become of the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ENGLISH. If they have a majority, 
I say let the will of the majority prevail, no mat- 
ter what that may be. That is my answer to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. I apprehend, 
however, that the majority will be the seuer way, 
and that the order of the House will be carried 
out, as it ought to be carried out. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I reply to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Monrcom- 
rey,| that I have repeatedly stated that I wish to 
give ample time for debate on this report. Per- 
haps the gentleman did not hear me. I wish the 
House to understand that I will allow ample time 
for debate. I will allow three days; and I think 
that is enough. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. The honorable gen- 
tleman from Georgia is but one member of the 
House. There are a great many others. If the 
previous question should be called and seconded, 
that would be an end of this controversy. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I generally 
speak for my friends. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I do not know that 
the gentleman is authorized to speak for them. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I have this much furtlier to 
say on the subject. I understand that the gentle- 
man from Georgia proposes, in his contemplated 
report, simply to submit a resolution, expressing 
an opinion. That resolution Will not be final at 
all. He does not propose, as | understand him, 
to submit a bill, or joint resolution, providing for 
the admission of Kansas under the Lecompton 
constitution. lask the gentleman from Georgia 
whether he designs anything of the sort? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. ! do not. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Very well; then there is no 
way in which the anti-Lecompton men in the 
House can be entrapped, because the gentleman 
simply proposes to submit a resolution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the subject be brought 
legitimately before the House, it would be, in my 
opinion, the right of a member to move to amend 
by inserting a bill, and the House might be 
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brought speedily to a vote, without debate; and | 
rise for the purpose of suggesting to the gentle- 
man from Indiana, that he affix a proviso to his 
resolution, excluding any right on the part of any 
member, when that report 1s made, to introduce a 
bill to admit Kansas under the Lecompton con- 
stitution, and to have it put to a vote, so long as 
five members of the committee may desire further 
time to present the facts before the House and 
the country. With a proviso of that kind, I will 


support it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire toask this question: 
whether it would be in order to move to strike 
out a resolution and to inserta bill; whether any 
such proposition was ever made or entertained by 
the House of Representatives ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would 
not be in order. The Chair never knew such a 
proposition to be made. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I recollect that a foreign 
State was once admitted into the Union by a joint 
resolution. Why not admit another State in the 
same way? 

The SPEAKER. Did not that joint resolution 
originate in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 

Mr. COLFAX. I desire the ear of my col- 
league for a suggestion to be made to him. He 
must see that the objections on this side of the 
House, to allowing unanimous consent for the in- 
troduction of these reports out of their order, are 
insuperable. But [ have no doubt that if he 
would modify his proposition so as to call for the 
official journal of this committee, it would be 
heartily acceded to on this side. With the argu- 


1 e . = _— as 
| are read and approved by the House. It could 
| not be an official journal, unless it received the 
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sanction of the committee itself. 
Mr. GROW. | desire to understand the prop- 


| osition which is made, for there seems to be a di- 


versity of opinion in reference to it on this side 
of the House. It is, as I understand it, that the 
journals of this committee, with the reports of 
the majority and minority of the committee, are 
to be submitted to the House, and postponed until 
some day when the question of privilege will again 
come before the House. Is that to be the record 
upon which we are to act when the question of 
privilege comes up? Is that what the genleman 


| means ? 


ments of the majority and minority of the com- | 


mittee before us, we can judge by the official 
record whether they have carried out the instruc- 
tions of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. If the gentle- 
man will allow me for a moment: it is not in 
order, but I must do it in reply to the gentleman 
in the latitude of debate he has taken. There was 
no official journal kept by this committee. If there 
was any record kept of the proceedings of the 
committee, (and I think there was,) it was unoffi- 
cial. The committee had no clerk, and no journal 
was ever read to the committee. 


Mr. COLFAX. 


[am perfectly willing, then, | 


that the committee shall get together and agree | 


upon what shall be their official record. ‘Those 
fifieen gentlemen can certainly remember every 
material proposition that was presented to them. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Lilinois. I desire to say a 
word. cs 

Mr. ENGLISH. I desireto say a word inreply 
to my colleague, [Mr. Cotrax,] and then | will 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois. There is no 


necessity for the course suggested by my col- | 


league. A journal was kept by the gentleman 
from Ijlinois, who is chairman of the committee, 
and he now presents what purports to be a record 
of the proceedings of the committee, in which is 
embodied the identical paper which the gentleman 
from Georgia |Mr. Stepuens] desires to report; 
. ° . ™ > 
and [ take it that if the gentleman from Georgia 


reports a portion of the same facts embraced in | 


the statement which the gentleman from Illinois 
proposes to submit, it makes no material differ- 
ence, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I wish to reply to 


the statement of the gentleman from Georgia, 


| Mr. Srepuens,] that there was no journal kept | 


of the proceedings of the committee. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
journal. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I do not know what 
the gentleman calls an official journal. I do 
know that ithas been the uniform practice of the 
committees of this House to keep a journal of 
their proceedings, and thatthe chairman ischarged 
with that duty, unless the committee is allowed 
a clerk by order of the House. As chairman of 
that committee, I kept a careful record of every 
yroceeding of the committee, which was signed 
- me, and is as regular and correct as if it had 
been made out by forty clerks, and is the official 
journal of the committee. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. All I can say 
is, that as far as I know, if there was an official 
journal kept, the majority of that committee never 
heard itread. It could not be an official journal 
of proceedings unless it was read and approved 
by the committee, as the Journals of this House 


No official 


Mr. ENGLISH. What I propose is simply 
this: thatthe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Har- 
ris] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sre- 
pHENS] shall have leave to present their state- 
ments or reports, or whatever you please to call 
them, that they shall be printed; and that all fur- 
theraction on the subject be postponed until some 
subsequent day—say until thisday week. Then, 
if I understand it, the question before the House 
will stand precisely as 1t does now. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 


ihe Chair. By unanimous consent, then, the re- 
ports of the majority and minority of the com- 
mittee shal] be received, and that they shall then 
be postponed until this day week. I will agree to 
that. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I hope nobody will object. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, Mr. DEAN, 
and others, objected. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [ hope the rules will be ad- 
ministered strictly and let us go on and vote. 

{A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States by J. B. Henry, his 
Private Secretary, informing the House that he 
had approved and signed the printing deficiency 
bill. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Icall the previous question. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish the gentleman from 


| Indiana to yield to me for a moment. 


Mr. ENGLISH. I prefer to say what I have 
to say, and then yield the floor altogether. 

Mr. MORRILL. Being a member of that com- 
mittee I desire to make a single suggestion. 


Mr. ENGLISH. I will yield to the gentle- 


| man. 


Mr. MORRILL. The suggestion I have to make 


| is, that the gentleman from Illinois shall submit 


his proposition, and that the report of the commit- | 


tee shall be received informally and printed, and 
then the whole subject shall be postponed for one 
week. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I wish to submit to the Chair 
whether, if these majority and minority reports 
are submitted now and ordered to be printed, the 
matter will not then come up in precisely the 
shape in which it now stands? 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
the papers would be before the House for debate 
and consideration. 

Mr. ENGLISH. In the same condition in 
which we have them to-day? 

The SPEAKER. The papers would be before 
the House, and the question pending would be on 


| the appeal from the decision of the Chair. 


Mr. ENGLISH. I understand, then, that the 
questions will come up in the same order in which 
we leave them to-day? 

The SPEAKER. In the same. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Then I hope there will be 
no objection. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. 


I object to this discus- 
sion. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I desire to give | 


an explanation of my objection to the proposition 
of the gentleman from Indiana. It is that when 
the report of the committee comes before the 


| House, by unanimous consent or otherwise, it is 


they can vote down that proposition. 
there is a majority in favor of sustaining the pre- || 


| tion, and it will bring the House directly to a vote | 


in the possession and under the control of the 
House. Then, if a majority be opposed to the 
recommitment of the report and these papers, 


Then, if 
vious question, they can sustain the previous ques- 


upon the resolution reported by the committee; 
and it will also be in order for the gentleman from 


I understand | 
the proposition to be this: the gentleman from | 
Lilinois withdraws his appeal from the decision of | 
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| Georgia to move a joint resolution for the ad, 
|| sion of Kansas, as a substitute for the resoluti, 
reported by the committee; and then the Majority 
| of the House will have it in their Power to pac 
that resolution. And I go one step further Ate 
say that even if there were no resolution apper a 
to the report, if the House accept that report, a; 
nothing more, there is no gentleman here at al 
| conversant with the views of gentlemen op 4, 
|| other side of the House, and recently EXPresgeg 
| in the other branch of the Legislature, but won; 
|| hold that the adoption of a report like that of , 
majority of the committee would be equivalen; ;, 
a vote on the part of the House to admit Kans, 
asa State, and the adoption of such a report by 
each of the two Houses of Congres:: would amoy:, 
to a sufficient legislative admission of Kansas, », 
| recognition of itasa State. For these reasone 
| and unless this report comes in merely upon ¢ 
| 
| 
| 


the 


question of privilege, and as ancillary and suboy. 
dinate to that, and not as the foundation of any 
|| substantive legislative action, and in no conti). 
| gency to be construed to admit Kansas into the 
| Union, I object to it. 
|| . Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 





I would star 
to the gentleman from Maine, and to that side o 
the House—not, however, by way of concessio, 
at all, but simply because I want them to knoy 

| it—that it is not my object, nor is it the object of 
| this side of the House to introduce anything, o 
| any joint resolution, or to take any action further 
than the resolution itself, in reference to the ad. 
| mission of Kansas. 
| Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Then the gep. 
tleman will accomplish his object by allowing his 
report to be introduced as a part of the record by 
|| the gentleman from Illinois. 
| Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. No sir;] stan 
| by the rights of that committee. 

| Mr. ENGLISH. Ihave been requested to yiel 
| the floor a moment to the gentleman from New 


Jersey. I will do so, and then I will yield x 
|| further. 
|| Mr. ADRAIN. Lama member of the investi- 


|| gating committee, and that is the only reason thet 
| L have risen to say aword. I see we are approach- 
ing a definite point in this matter. At that we 
ought to be rejoiced. It appeared here, this mon- 
ing, as if we should be involved in a great excite- 
ment; but it is passing away, and | hope it wil 
| pass away with good feeling. The propositior 
| now made by the gentleman from Indiana is 
|| correct proposition, and one which ought to l 
adopted by this House, on this side and on tha. 

It was said by the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. 
STePHENS| that he hoped there was nothing w- 
|fair in this matter. I say to him that there is 
nothing unfair, so far as my action is concerned 
|| | think it is fair to the House, and fair to thi 
| country, that the reports should be received by 
this House, and that they should be printed, s 
that the House may know what they are, ani 
what the definite question is to-be decided when 
this matter comes up next week. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I rise toa question of order 
I wish to know whether it is in order to discuss 
| anything except the merits of the question 0! 

rivilege ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not strictly in order; 
but other gentlemen have been allowed considei- 
| able latitude of debate. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I know it is notin order; bu’ 
'agreat deal has been said out of order; but we 
are on a sort of compromise this morning. 

Mr. CLAY. I object to these compromises. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I have lisie ied to all the ob- 
jections which have been urged against my prop- 
osition, and it does not seem to me that any 0! 
them have sufficient weight; and | hope, upon fur- 
ther consideration of the subject, ‘at they will be 
withdrawn. In order to acco: date the views 
| of some gentlemen who have interposed those ov" 
jections Twill modify my proposition still further 
so that it shall be in this shape: that the gentlemat 
from Illinois, and the gentleman from Georg!a, &¢ 
allowed by unanimous consent to submit ther re 
| ports; that an order be made to print them; bu! 
| that their reports shall not be accompanied by ay 
_ bill or joint resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I object to ths! 
|| for the same reasons that I objected to the ota’ 
proposition. 

Mr. HUGHES. I rise to a question of order 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. If the gentle- 
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n from Indiana will add to his proposition, 
pone no bill or resolution shall be offered by way 
7 : mendment, or adopted by the House, and 

; no action of the House shall be construed as 

admission of Kansas, I will not object to it. 
vir, HUGHES. I rose to a question of order; 
and 1 wish the Chair and the members to under- 
a I insist upon my rights. I have the 


stand that : 
oa be heard, and I intend to have it. My 





r rhit to 


| 


| 


> ction of order is this: that the question before | 


‘ House is upon the appeal of the gentleman 
fom Illinois [Mr. Harnts.] [recognize no form 
ioeislative body, except in the form of a motion 
or resolution. 
ment my colleague has pursued has no reference 
vo the question before the House. It has been 
vijected : 

the objection. : , 

Mr. ADRAIN. [rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman from Indiana is continually rising 
to questions of order, and he is not in order in 
doing so. [Laughter.] ; 

Mr. HUGHES. The gentlemen is too late. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Ihave no disposition to par- 
ticipate further in the debate, and I appeal to the 
House for the last time, whether the proposition 
[have submitted will receive the unanimous sanc- 
tion of the House. Let each of the gentlemen 
submit their reports now, but without bill argent 
resolution; let an order be made to print them, 
and that the whole subject be postponed until this 
day week; and I would here remark, that neither 
of the gentlemen propose to submit either bill or 


¢ submitting a proposition for the action of a | 


I conceive that the line of argu- | 


to by other gentlemen; and I insist upon | 


joint resolution; and it is well known, and has | 
been so stated by the Speaker, that a simple res- 


olution cannot be amended so as to make ita bill 
or joint resolution, and consequently no advant- 
age could be taken. Is there any objection? 
“Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I object. 

Mr. HUGHES. I object. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Then I move to postpone the 
further consideration of this subject until this day 
week, and call for the previous question upon it. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I hope it will 
not be postponed, but that we will have a vote 
directly upon the question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to lay the 
whole subject on the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, called for the 
yeas and nays. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Was not that ques- | 


tion taken yesterday ? 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 
make that motion again? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
itis, under the ruling the Chair made the other 
day upon a question raised by the gentleman 
from Virginia. The Chair is of opinion that it 
would not be*in order to repeat a motion to lay 
on the table while the matter is in the same legis- 
lative condition; but in this instance debate has 


Is it in order to | 


ensued, and the House is entitled to the privilege | 


= amotion to lay upon the table after that de- 
vate, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire to inquire of the 
Speaker whether, if the previous question should 
be sustained, it would not cut off the motion to 
postpone? 

The SPEAKER, It would. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. Has the previous 


question been demanded on the motion of the | 


gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Jones ?] 


The SPEAKER. It has not. The gentleman | 


from Tennessee has moved to lay the appeal 
upon the table. The Chair would suggest to the 


gentleman from Indiana that, if the previous | 


question should be sustained, it would cut off the 
mouon to postpone. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Very well; then I withdraw 
the demand for the previous question. 

Mr.STANTON (at three o’clock, p.m.) moved 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion 3 disagreed to. 
_ The questic 
tion; and it wxs decided in the negative—yeas 
109, nays 111, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ahl, Anderson, Arnold, Atkins, Avery, 


parksdale, Bishop, Bocock, Bonham, Bowie, Boyce, Bryan, 
urn 


was taken on Mr. Jones’s mo- | 


ett, Burns, Caskie, Chapman, John B. Clark, Clay, | 


Clemens, Clingman, Cobb, John Cochrane, Corning, James | 


Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, Davis 
Of Mississippi, Dewart, Dimmick, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
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Elliott, Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, Gartrell, Gillis, Goode, | 


| Greenwood, Gregg, Hatch, Hawkins, Hopkins, Houston, 
| Hughes, Huyler, Jackson, Jenkins, Jeweu, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Owen Jones, Kelly, Jacob M. Kun 

kel, Lamar, Landy, Leidy, Letcher, Maclay, MeQueen, 
Mason, Maynard, Miles, Miller, Millson, Niblack, Pendle 

ton, Peyton, Pheips, Phillips, Powell, Quitman, Ready, 
Reagan, Reilly, Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, 
Scout, Searing, Seward, Henry M. Shaw, Shorter, Single- 
ton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stallworth, Ste- 
phens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Talbott, George Tay- 
lor, Miles Taylor, Trippe, Ward, Warren, Watkins, White, 
Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, Wortendyke, Augustus R. 
Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—109. 


linghurst, Bingham, Blair, Bliss, Brayton, Buffinton, Bur- 
lingame, Burroughs, Campbell, Case, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Cockerill, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, 
Curtis, Damrell, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Indiana, Davis 


Dodd, Durtee, English, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foley, Fos- 
ter, Giddings, Gilman, Gilmer, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, 
Groesbeck, Grow, Lawrence W. Hall, Robert B. Hall, Har- 
lan, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haskin, Hoard, 
Horton, Howard, Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, John 
C. Kunkel, Lawrence, Leach, Leiter, Lovejoy, Humphrey 
Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, Montgomery, 
Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, [saac N. Morris, Free 
man H. Morse, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Olin, Palmer, Par- 
ker, Pettit, Pike, Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Royee, Aaron Shaw, John Sherman, 
Judson W. Sherman, Robert Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Wil- 
| liam Stewart, Tappan, Thayer, Thompson, Tompkins, Un- 
| derwood, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Wilson, and Wood—111. 


So the House refused to lay the appeal upon 
the table. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. FENTON stated that Mr. Crarx B. Cocn- 
RANE had paired off with Mr. Keirr. 

Mr. PURVIANCE stated that Mr. Ente had 
paired off with Mr. Moore. 

Mr. PHILLIPS stated that Mr. Hickman was 
detained from the House by indisposition, and 
had paired off with Mr. Sickves. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, stated that Mr. 
Hixx had paired off with Mr. McKisniy. 

Mr. KEITT stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Crark B. Cocurane upon all questions re- 
lating to this subject. 

Mr. SHORTER stated that Mr. Moore was 
confined to his room by indisposition, and had 
paired off with Mr. Hickman. 


New York, had paired off with Mr. Garnerr. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE stated that Mr. 





| by indisposition. 
| Mr. LAWRENCE said: I have voted ** ay;”’ 


but with the understanding I have had that the ap- 


vote ** no.”’ 


correct. 


I believe the decision of the Chair is 


| commit myself against the decision of the Chair, 
| I shall, upon this question, vote ** no.” 

Mr. GROESBECK said: With the same un- 
| derstanding as my colleague that the appeal shall 
be withdrawn, I vote ‘* no.”’ 

Mr. HALL said: Before I vote I desire to sa 
that some two weeks since, upon an waddeuiendl 
ing with Mr. Winstow, I paired off with Mr. 
Brancu. My understanding of the terms of that 
pair is that it expired on Monday last. 


Winstow] if that was his understanding also? 

The SPEAKER stated that the gentleman from 
North Carolina was not in the Hall. 

Mr. HALL. Well, sir, | learn from members 
around me that my understanding is correct, and 
I desire to vote. Without committing myself 
against the decision of the Chair, | vote ‘* no.”’ 

The result of the vote was then announced, as 
recorded above. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, obtained the floor. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
gentleman yield me the floor? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. 
| gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to this farming out 
of the floor. I insist upon proceeding regularly. 
Let the gentleman from Illinois make his speech; 
and, then, if my colleague can get the floor—— 

Mr. HARRIS, of Llinois. 
floor unconditionally. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, (at twenty- 
five minutes past three o’clock, p.m.,) moved that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GREEN WOOD demanded the yeas and 
nays. 





1 will yield to the 


NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adrain. Andrews, Bennett, Bil- | 


of Massachusetts, Davis of Iowa, Dawes, Dean, Dick, | 


Mr. SPINNER stated that Mr. Morse, of | 


Crarke, of New York, was confined to his bed | 


peal will be withdrawn, I change my vote, and 


Mr. ENGLISH said: Without intending to | 


I wish to | 
inquire of the gentlemen from North Carolina[ Mr. | 


Well, I yield the | 


i] 


j 


| 








Will the | 





ee 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, withdrew 
the motion to adjourn. 

The question recurred on the appeal: ‘ Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment 
of the House?”’ 

Mr. ELARRIS, of Mlinois. Mr. Speaker, after 
the long discussion that we have had this morn- 
ing upon the question pending before the Honse, 
I do not feel disposed to occupy much of its time, 
particularly in view of the action that I propose 
to take. It was my purpose to have rephed fully 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Sreruens.}] Both the arguments adduced 
and the positions taken by him I think I could 
meet and most successfully rebut. In thatopinion 
allthathassince been said more fully confirms me. 
But in view of the influence of friends who desire 
that the question should come up in a more simple 
form, I propose to adopt a different line of action. 

When I proposed to submit the journal and 


| minutes of the committee, | proposed to embody 


in them the report made by the gentleman from 
Georgia as I find it in the papers, as I supposed, 
published, as he announced it would be, by his 
authority. In that manner I should have pre- 
sented the whole question to the House, embody- 
ing everything connected with the action of the 
committee, so far asthe record of the committee 
is concerned, and so far as the action and views 
of the majority of the committee are concerned 


| The proposition, then, that | had in view, was 
one that, in my judgment, presented the whole 
| case fully and fairly before the House; so that it 


could act understandingly and express its opinion 
upon the full case as presented. I am still satis- 
fied that this can be done in a different way, and 
done as effectually. 

Among the various propositions that have been 
presented, however, there has been none that fully 
meets my approbation. The gentleman from 
Georgia proposed that by unanimous consent he 
should be allowed to present his report; that the 
views of the minority respecting the action of the 
committee, which, inthe opinion of the minority, 
embraced a question of privilege, should also | 
submitted; that both should be printed, and that 
their consideration should be postponed to some 
day next week. IL would not consent to that ar- 
rangement in the form in which it was presented. 
Something further is requisite. The House wi!l 
observe the position in which [ and those who 
entertain opinions like those which I have ex- 
pressed, stand. ‘lo attempt to report upon the 
merits of the propositions embraced in the reso- 
lution under which we were appointed, eniortain- 
ing the views we now do, would be, to u great 
extent, to stultify ourselves, by attempting to 
report upon that which we allege has not been 
duly and properly investigated by the committee. 
Therefore, in discussing the proposition that | 
have made in connection with this question, which 
i hold to be a question of privilege, L have not dis- 
cussed the merits or demerits of the propose! 
admission of Kansas. I have not alluded to that 
subject directly or indirectly, except as bearing 
upon the question that nowarises. But | intend 
to reserve to myself and those who act with me, 
whatever the action of the House may be upou 
this special report, the right to present hereaite: 
such views ml opinions as we entertain upon the 
questions embraced in that resolution. The doc- 
ument embodying the views of the minority upon 
theaction of the committee, amounts to little more 
than a demurrer to the action of the majority. If 
that demurrer should be overruled—of which I 
entertain no apprehension or fear whatever—then 
we of the minority will ask to present our views 
upon the question, so far as those views can be 
properly deducible from matters in the posses- 
sion of the committee and in the possession of 
the House. And I here ask the gentleman from 
Georgia, whether, in case anything should ocour 
hereafter, there would be any objection to the mi- 


| nority of the committee presenting their views on 


the question, which they have not done in this 
point of submission that | have made? I want 
to know from him now, whether there will be any 
objection on the part of him or his friends, as far 
as he is authorized to speak for them, to the 
adopting of such a course ? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I say to the 
gentleman, none whatever. That is why {delayed 
a week in presenting the report of the committee, 














Lil0 


1 have no doubt that the House would be willing 
to allow u week or ten days for the minority to 
present their report. I have no sort of objection; 
and I think I may speak with confidence for this 
side of the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. I should like to understand 
this matter exactly. Ido not know that I do un- 
derstand it; but, if Ido, I shall object. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Lilinois to claim the 
right now to file before the House a demurrer to 
the action of the majority, as presented in the re- 
portof the committee. Heasks that, on that de- 
murrer to the action of the majority, he shall have 
the benefit of a trial before the House; and that, 
if he be defeated on that trial, he may come up 
again with a second report, and try the question 
over again. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. 1, and those with 
whom I act, claim nothing as a matter of benefit 
or privilege at the hands of those who oppose us 
in this thing; and if they want to object to the 
minority making a report, let them do so when 
this thing comes up. 

Mr. LETCHER. I have no objection at all 
to the gentleman making his report tn the regu- 
lar way; but what I object to is this: that a mi- 
nority of the committce should take one chance 
with their report, or their demurrer as the gen- 
tleman calls it, which is in fact a report, and 
then, having failed in that, be allowed to take an- 
other chance. I do not want any person to bind 
my action here, | have only risen in order to 
place myself in my proper position hereafter, that 
-— own action may be controlled fairly and with 
a distinct understanding onthe part of members. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I am very glad 
that the gentleman from Virginia has expressed 
himself so fairly as he has done. He only mis- 
apprehended—very greatly, however—the object 
which I had in view. It was not to claim any- 
thing at the hands of those who oppose those 
who have acted with me in this matter. But,as 
gentlemen have been anxious for a proposition 
on which all parties could agree, | proposed to 

ubmit that as a question of the purest fairness 
i the world; and one which I really supposed 
would not be objected to. 1 did not propose it 
from any particular desire that the House should 
assent to it; but because I apprehended that if I 
cid not, some member might, when the question 
came up, do as the gentleman from Virginia de- 
clares he will do. I therefore thought proper to 
call the attention of the House to it. If that be 
the course which the gentleman is determined to 
take, then my course is determined. 

Mr. CLAY. May I be allowed to ask what is 
the question before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair, taken by the gentleman from 
lilinois. 

Mr. CLAY. 
that appeal ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I have not. 

Mr. CLAY. Then how came up these. ques- 
tions of compromise? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. These questions 
have been before the House for the lasttwo hours, 
by universal consent. That is how they came up. 

Mr. CLAY. They have been objected to time 
and again. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois. 
objected to and acquiesced in. 

Mr. CLAY. Lask the gentleman whether he 
now withdraws his appeal. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Llnois. 
drawn it. 

Mr. CLAY. 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 


Has the gentleman withdrawn 


They have been 


I have not with- 


Then I call for the regular order 


will confine himself to the subject-matter of the | 


appeal. 

r. HARRIS, of Illinois. If these proposi- 
tions have been made with a view of coming toa 
common understanding in relation to the question 
presented to the House, the anxiety did not ori- 
ginate with me. I was anxious, however, to 
meet the views of friends with whom I have been 
acting upon this question. When I took the ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair, I did it with 
a consciousness that the decision of the Chair was 
wrong, and ought to be reversed by the House. 

Still, however, reserving to myself the same 
right which I claim, to make this report of mine 
whenever the report of the gentleman from Geor- 
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gia shall be presented, I can withdraw the appeal 
which I have taken from the decision of the 
Chair, and shall do so without assenting to the 
presentation of the report of the gentleman from 
Georgia. Iam compelled to that course by the 
declaration made by the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Letcuer. } 

Had there been an understanding that this ar- 
rangement should be carried out as it was origin- 
ally proposed to be carried out by gentlemen, in 
the spirit in which they professed to act, I would 
have been willing, for one, to withdraw any ob- 
jection to the presentation of their report. After 
the declaration of the gentleman from Virginia, 
objecting to that arrangement, I shall withdraw 
iny appeal from the decision of the Chair, and let 
the gentleman from Georgia take his chances to 
make his report. 

On motion of Mr. SEWARD (at fifteen min- 
utes before four o’clock, p. m.,) the House ad- 
journed till Monday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, .Warch 13, 1858. 


Prayer by Rev. C. H. Hatt. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Hen- 
pERSON to fill the vacancy in the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, which was cre- 
ated by the retirement of Mr. THomson, of New 
Jersey. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred as indicated below: 


A bill (No. 6) making appropriations for the 


consular and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- | 
ment forthe year ending the 30th of June, 1859— | 


to the Committee oa Finance. 
\ bill (No. 65) for the relief of Thomas Smith- 
ers—to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (No. 208) for the relief of the heirs of | 


Alexander Stevenson—to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims. 

A bill (No. 210) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives or assignees of James Lawrence—to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (No. 212) for the relief of N. C. Weems, 


of Louisiana—to the Committee on Private Land | 


Claims. 

A bill (No. 213) for the relief of Francis Wlo- 
decki—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (No. 218) for the benefit of the cantors 
of the British brig Caledonia, in the war of 1812— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (No, 225)to increase the pension of John 

Ltichmond—to the Committee on Pensions. 

The message by which the above-named bills 


were communicated to the Senate, also transmit- | 


ted a bill (H. R. No. 216) for the relief of Doctor 
Charles D. Maxwell, a surgeon in the United 
States Navy. It was not referred, the Senate 
having heretofore passed a bill of the same char- 
acter. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HOUSTON presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Texas, requesting the Senators and 
tepresentatives of that State in Congress to use 
their best exertions to procure the enactment of 
alaw for the payment to that State of the balance 


remaining in the Treasury of the United States | 


of the appropriation for the payment of a certain 
portion of the public debt of Texas; which was 
referred tothe Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of D. Mer- 
iwether, praying that an appropriation be made 
for the payment of his salary as superintendent of 
Indian affairs in the Territory of New Mexico, 


' from July 27, 1854, to April 30, 1857; which was 


referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Cyn- 
thia Cony, widow of Samuel Cony, a seaman in 
the Navy in the last war with Great Britain, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension, to date from the time 
of her husband’s death; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BIGLER presented three petitions of citi- 


| zens of Philadelphia, praying that the proposals 


by Thomas Rainey for carrying the mails by 
steamers between that city and Brazil, via Savan- 


' accepted; which was referred to the Co 
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nah and certain places in the West Indies, may: 


MMittes 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. _ 


He also presented the petition of George Chor 
penning, praying remuneration for losses «,.. 
tained by himself and Absalom Woodward j,. 
Indian depredations, while carrying the es E 
from California to Salt Lake City, under contra. 
with the Post Office Department; which wag ,.. 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition o¢ 
Charles Knap, praying payment for iron fy). 
nished, under the contract with the Secretary o¢ 
the Treasury, for the new custom-house at New 
Orleans; which was referred to the Committee 9, 
Claims. . 

Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of A mold 
Harrisand S. F. Butterworth, sureties of Willian 
G. Kendall, late postmaster at New Orleans 
praying to be released from the payment of a jude. 
ment against them; which was referred to th 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. BRODERICK, it was 


Ordered, Thatthe memorial of the Penny Post Company 
of California, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. IVERSON, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Josep\ 
Hardy and Alton Long, submitted a report, ac. 
companied by a bill (S. No. 198) for the relief 
of Joseph Hardy and Alton Long. The bill was 
read, and passed to a second reading; and th 
report was ordered to be printed. 


ABIGAIL NASON, 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I ask the Senate to take 


up a little bill which once passed this body with- 
out objection, and has been twice unanimously 
reported by the Committee on Claims. It is the 
bill (S. No. 137) for the relief of the heirs-at-law 
of the late Abigail Nason, sister and devisee of 
John Lord, deceased. 

There being no objection, the bill was read » 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It directs that there be paid to the heirs-at-law 
of the late Abigail Nason, sister and devisee of 
John Lord, deceased, late of South Berwick, in 
the State of Maine, the sum of $322, in full for 
the amount due to John Lord for services per- 
formed by him as a seaman on board the United 
States ship Ranger, during the revolutionary war. 

This elaim is founded upen the allegation that 

| John Lord served his country, during the war of 
the Revolution, as a seaman on board the United 
States ship-of-war Ranger, from April or May, 
1779, to May, 1780, when she was taken at the 
surrender of Charleston, and that he‘was detained 

on board a guard-ship some time afterwards, and 
finally liberated about the last of July—making 
in all fifteen months. 

In the original petition of Mr. Lord for the pay- 
ment of this claim, which was presented to the 
Twentieth Congress, he assigns as the reasons 
why his claim was not sooner urged, that at the 
time of his discharge he did not know that any 
provision had been made by Government for pay- 
ing off the seamen; nor until 1798, when, on his 
return from a foreign voyage, he was informed 
by Captain Wardwell that he and other rangers 
had been paid. He then applied to an agent to 
assist him in procuring his pay, but without suc- 

| cess. 
| It appears that there are no records of the 
| Ranger in either the Treasary, War, or Navy 
Departments; but the case has been twice favor- 
ably reported in the House of Representatives, 
and once a bill passed for its payment; but it being 
near the close of the Congress, the bill does not 
appear to have received any action in the Senate. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROSS WILKINS AND OTHERS. 


On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 58) to authorize and direct 
the settlement of the accounts of Ross Wilkins, 
James Witherell, and Solomon Sible 
It authorizes the Sccreiary of the ‘ 
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oll to Ross Wilkins, judge of the district court 
pe? ye State of Michigan, and to the legal repre- 
irs of James Witherell and Solomon Sib- 
eg > judges of that court, such amount as may 
"ih aus to them for services performed in the ca- 
<y of a land board, at the same rates as were 





b 


nacl 


| 


owed to William Woodbridge and their asso- | 


ailov 
iates on the land board. 
— If there is, let it be read. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
Pur. CHANDLER. There is no report on this 
bill, but there is a report on this subject made in 
the Thirty-Fourth Congress, and I send it to the 
Chair that it may be read. The committee did 
not deem it necessary this year to make another 
enort. 5 : 
Mir. HUNTER. I should like to hear it. 

The Secretary read it. It was a report made 
by Mr. Simmons, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary of the House of Representatives, on the 
ogth of December, 1856, to accompany the bill 
HH. R. No. 645) on the petitions of Ross W il- 
kinsand B. F. H. Witherell. These applications 


were from one of the judges of the Territory of 


Michigan, and from the son and legal represent- | 


ative of another, to be allowed the benefits of the 


act of the last session of Congress, entitled ‘* An. 


act to provide compensation for the services of 
George Morell, in adjusting titles to land in Mich- 
igan. g ¢ 
Chipman and Woodbridge, as well as to Judge 


Morell; and the same reasons which justified the || 
payment to them, as members of the ‘* land | 


board,’’ in virtue of their judicial tenures, would 
seem to require that like compensation should be 
allowed to the other judges; and the committee 


reported a bill for that purpose. The facts and | 
arguments in that case are set forth in a report 


made during the first session of the Thirty-Third 
Congress. The case of Judges Woodbridge and 
Henry Chipman was reported upon in 1848. 
Mr. HUNTER. I suggest to the Senator, as 
I do not want to oppose his bill, to let it lie over, 
in order to give us some timé to examine it. 
Mr.CHANDLER. Very well. 


The bill was postponed until to-morrow. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. ALLEN, its Clerk, announced that the 


House had passed a bill for the relief of Duncan 
Robinson. 


KANSAS—-LECOMPTON CONSTITUTION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- |, 
sumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 161) 
for the admission of the State of Kansas into the | 


Union, 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, I would gladly 
forego the task that is now before me, especially 
as the whole subject has been debated by those 
much more able to enlighten the Senate and the 
country upon it than I can claim to be. Indeed, 


after the able report of my colleague on the Com- | 
mittee on Territories, the Senator from Vermont, | 
(Mr. Cottamer,] on all the points involvedin the | 
controversy, which met with my entire appro- | 


bation, backed by that masterly speech which he 


made on the case, it would be arrogant in me to 
suppose that I could add anything that would 
tend to enlighten either the Senate or the coun- 
‘yon the subjects therein discussed. I would 
ot speak at all, sir, if I did not know that the 


people of the State which [ in part represent are | 
more deeply moved with the consideration of this | 
question than they ever have been before. They | 


consider ita question of the first magnitude. They 
are alarmed at the boldness with which a consti- 
tuuon is urged upon a reluctant people against 
their will. They are alarmed at the progress of 
the principle of despotism which they think they 
perceive connected with the administration of 
this Government. 

The people whom I represent are not alone in 
these gloomy apprehensions. If I can judge from 
all l can see around me, and from all that I read 


in the papers, the minds of the American people | 


are pondering on very little else than the great 
qresuon which we have before us for discussion. 

regret, as much as any Senator upon this floor 
Can regret, that the great question of slavery di- 
viding the different sections of our country should 


ING. There is a report, | suppose, in 


thauid (ta th iene thn eon: 


> That act allowed compensation to Judges | 
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Lill 


magnitude seems to throw every other question | fortunes with them, as with Texas. Was there 


{ 

| 

| into the shade. Until it shall be settled one way 
or the other, Ido not expect to hear much else 
discussed. 

Mr. President, I am aware that there are those 
within my hearing who seem to underrate the im- 
portance of this issue; but the President, in his 
annual message, did not underrate it. He under- 
stood the importance of it, very much as I have 
now stated it to be; for he said in that message that, 
from the time of the abrogation of the Missouri 
restriction, there had been no other question be- 
fore Congress or the country of any considerable 
importance. That declaration is the truth. We 
cannot ignore the subject if we would. I know 
that blame is frequently thrown on various indi- 
viduals because superficial observers suppose that 
a man can raise all this agitation, as they call it, or 
thata man may allay it, at his pleasure. Sir, those 
who take such a view of this great overruling ques- 
tidh are but very superficial observers of what is 
passing. This controversy has its root deep in 
the institutions of our country—unfortunately so. 
The fact is not to be ignored; the agitation is not 
to be put down by the will of any man, and not 

| by anysetofmen. Ithas grown with our growth, 
it has strengthened with our strength, and it has 
become more dangerous and alarming now prob- 
ably than at any other period in the existence of 
| this nation. 

I know, sir, there are crimination and recrim- 
ination on both sides. Itis said by southern gen- 
tlemen that the North are aggressive; that we are 
trespassing upon their rights under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. I claim that the ag- 
gression is and always has been on the other side, 
and [ shall endeavor briefly to specify of what it 
has consisted. I shall not deal in those ceneral- 
ities in which gentlemen on the other side have 
indulged. If the North feel keenly on this sub- 
ject, | think I can easily show that they have 
ereat reason to feelso. I will not go back to the 
foundation of the Government. I intend, as far 
as possible, in the remarks that I shall make, to 
endeavor to strike out a new course, and avoid, 
as much as I can, those topics which have been so 
ably and so thoroughly discussed by those who 
|| have preceded me. 
|| Tarraign the South, then, first, (for I will go 
\| back no further than the annexation of Texas,) 
with an enormousaggression upon northern rights 

| in seizing upon Texas, and bringing her into this 
| Union for no other purpose than to uphold, 
|| strengthen, and render predominant in this Gov- 
|| ernment the institution of slavery, and that in 
|| derogation of the political rights of the North. 
Not only so, sir, but I stand here to arraign the 


done it in flagrant violation of the Constitution of 
the United States. ‘There was no warrant in that 
instrument for this great act of aggression. Espe- 
cially there can be no doubt that the manner ia 


undeniable violation of the Constitution of the 
United States. Did the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States make any provision whereby you could 
make a treaty with a foreign Power, and bring her 
intothis UnionasaState? I would ask the strict 
constructionists, on the other side, where do you 
| find it? 

Is there any other provision in the Coustitution 
| that warrants an act like this? If Mr. Jefferson 
could not find in the Constitution power to acquire 
|| Louisiana, if he could not purchase a vacant ter- 
ritory, much less could he treat with a foreign 
nation to merge her own Government and come 
into this Union as an independent State? I only 
mention this, however, in passing, as an accusa- 


in trespassing on the rights of the North. Ido 
not propose to discuss it at large; for if we were 
to undertake it, it would exhaust our time, and 
furnish a topic, probably, as fruitful of argument 
as the one under consideration. Butif gentlemen 
claim to have constitutional authority to do such 
an act, I say it belonged to the treaty-making 
power. 
Texas, at the time we united our destinies with 
hers, was an independent State, with a govern- 
ment and officers of her own, in the same wa 
that we existed as an independent State. We 
'| had recognized her independence; and we might 
j}as well have taken into our Government any 


© so often thrust upon us; but its enormous |) Power on the face of the earth, and embarked our 


. 


| that would be impossible. 
| procure a majority here to assist in doing the 
| deed, much Jess could you muster two thirds; 


| and come what may, her will is law, 


South, and their northern allies also, of having | 


which she came into this Union was a flagrant, | 


tion that I bring against the ambition of the South | 


any other way to treat with a foreign independent 
State, except through the treaty-making power 
mentioned in the Constitution of the United 
States? Could you, by a joint resolution of Con- 
gress, do that which the Constitution had pro- 
vided should be done by treaty? I know that 


| you tried to do itin a constitutional way. When 


t was first proposed, there was no man so bold 
or so reckless as to suppose it could be done in 
any other way than by the exercise of the treaty - 


| making power by the President, by and with the 


advice and consent of the Senate, it requiring 
two thirds to ratify the act. It was found that 
It was found hard to 


and the darling project must have failed without 
a violation of the Constitution of the United 
States. 

But, like every other attempt you make, Con- 
stitution or no Constitution, your ambition must 
be gratified; slavery must be upheld at all hazards; 
Cotton is 
king, and many of you are lords of cotton. You 
brought into competition with the political power 
of the free States a vast slaveholding region, with 
the stipulation that you might make it into five 
States, and thus bring ten Senators here to face 
| down and vote down the free Senators of tie 
| North, It was a vast acquisition. It was in 
| derogation of our political rights, and we had a 
| right to complain of it. If it had been sought 

for the general good of the nation, if it had been 

contended that its object was to inure to the gen- 
| eral benefit, that would have done something to- 
wards extenuating the iniquity of the deed; but 
that was not even pretended. If you look at 
Mr. Upshur’s letter, you will find the object 
stated; if you look at Mr. Calhoun’s communi- 
cation at the time, you will find that, with a bold- 
ness and directness characteristic of the man, he 
places it upon the ground that it is to extend and 
strengthen the institution of slavery. 

But | pass over that. Texas had been a free 
country. Under the just rule of Mexico, recently 
| nequiring her own liberty, she could not, with a 
hypocrisy characteristic of older Governments, 
fail to accord liberty to all her people. She had, 
by her decree, before this region was seized upon 
| by us, abrogated the institution of slavery through 
all her borders. ‘Texas was seized by our agents; 
the seizure connived at by the Government; she 
| was reénslaved; and then, in the language of the 
| time, reannexed to this Government. 

The next great and flagrant aggression upon 
the rights of the North, upon the honor of the 
North, upon the pride of the North, was forcing 
upon us your accursed fugitive bill, as a badge 

| of servitude and subjection, Following us into 
every hole and corner of the North, you cannot 
go where you may not find the fugitive hunted 
within our own borders and to our own doors. 
We cannot teach the great lessons of freedom to 
our children without being in danger of having 
| this accursed act come in conflict with ali our 
| teachings. If a northern man endeavors to im- 
| press his posterity with the glorious old doctrines 
of the Revolution—if he undertakes to teach them 
that all men are equal—the first thing he may 
know isa marshal dragging a man back to slavery, 
| for no crime that he has committed. Sir, those 
| that live in the slave regions know not, and can- 
not appreciate, the feelings of outrage and indig- 
nation consequent upon witnessing an act like 
this. I do not claim that it comes in violent con- 
flict with any of our pecuniary interests; but it is 
a badge of inferiority, of servitude, in violation 
of our principles, that a free people cannot toler- 
ate, ahem not to tolerate, fora moment. The 
old law was bad enougii; but the new one was not 
only more rigid, but it transcended and violated 
the Constitution of the United States in many 
particulars that might easily be pointed out. 

But you were not content with all this. The 
| tame and easy servility of the North, our ready ac- 

quiescence in these aggressions, I have no doubt, 
| tended to invite the more serious aggressions of a 
| still later period. Now, sir, we approach another 
| and greater aggression; for these incroachments 
| upon northern rights are in direct proportion to 
oureasy forbearance towards injustice. They now 
begin to come upon us thick and fast and more 
serious still, until the whole country is alarmed at 
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the prospect of despotism now thundering at our 
very doors. Next was the bold, reckless—attempt | 
shall I say; no, the perpetration of the perfidious 
national, or rather sectional act of the abrogation 
of the old Missouri restriction. I know it has 
been harped upon enough; it is thoroughly un- 
derstood by our people, and the indignation of all | 
just men rises in proportion to the enormity of the | 
act. There was no palliation; there was no ex- 
cuse for it. The ingepuity of man has never yet | 
been able to conjure up a reason that would cover 
the enormity of that wicked and unjustifiable act. 
You say the restriction was unconstitutional. I | 
will not argue that point. I know it was consti- 
tutional, because the principle of it had the sanc- 
tion of all the great lights of constitutional law for 
more than seventy long years. Every depart- 
ment of the Government had sanctioned it asa 
constitutional act. The greatest jurists in the land 
had so pronounced it—men whose prejudices 
were all the other way, southern gentlemen who 
would have been glad to find an excuse in the 
Constitution to abrogate or get rid of it. Mr. Cal- 
houn, the great light of southern rights, conceded 
its constitutionality. Your Presidents all upheld 
it; your judiciary sustained it; your Congress rat- 
ified it as often as the question was made. It was 
left to lesser lights, in a less pure period, | fear, 
of the administration of our Government, to dis- 
cover that the Constitution had no warrant for 
this great act—this act of peace as it was called. 
It had been an act of peace, whether just or un- 
just, and | think it was unjust in the commence- | 
ment. I believe,as a northern man, that if I had 
been in Congress at that day, I should have stood 
with those who repelled all the pretensions of the 
South. Itis said they agitated then, and shook this | 
nation to its very center, making direful threats 
of what would bc done unless some compromise 
could be made in regard to that Territory. I would 
have stood, looking them in the eye, hand to hand, 
and 1 would have settled the question then. I 
would have settled itso that itshould stay settled | 
forever. All their croaking and grumbling I | 
would treat as a surgeon would treat such conduct 
on the part of his patient. I would have ampu- | 
tated the limb, and the question should have been | 
settled then. 

But a few northern men thought otherwise. A 
few of them joining with the entire South, settled 
that controversy by that great compromise, as it | 
was called, and the country reposed in peace under 
it. [tis true that the indignation of the North mo- 
mentarily arose, and, | believe, they politically 
laid in their graves all the representatives from 
that region who consented to it; but, neverthe- 
less, it was finally acquiesced in as a final settle- 
ment of the controversy, and it preserved the 
peace, for thirty-three years, of our Government. 
After that lapse of time it was discovered that the 
act was unconstitutional, and a great and violent 
aggression upon southern rights. Why did not 
Mr. Calhoun, who was in the Cabinet at the time 
it was passed, discover it to be unconstitutional ? 
Why did not all those men from that region of 
country discover that the Missouri compromise 





was unconstitutional? Why did they sleep upon || 


their rights for more than thirty-three years be- 
fore waking up to a sense of the outrage and 
wrong? 

But, sir, passing by the point of its constitu- 
tionality, for | want to leave nothing to cavil here, 
suppose it was flagrantly unconstitutional, as you 
claim that it was, is there no obligation of honor, 
is there nothing sacred in a solemn agreement 
between men who have a controversy and settled | 
it? Is there no obligation that they shall not 
open itagain? Ifa man, whohad a controversy 
in a court of justice, and being doubtful how it 
would be decided according to the rigid principles 
of law, should agree with his adversary, and they 
should pledge their honor to each other, * right, 
or wrong, we will compromise,’? what would you 
think of him if, after the price which had been 

id to him to accept the compromise was safely 
in his pocket, he should turn around and say to 
the court, ‘“* we made no compromise, and if we 
did, it was nota legal one?’’ Sir, there used to 
be such a thing as southern honor; but it was not 
made manifest upon the abrogation of that com- | 
promise. That act wasa flagrant ageression. It 
was an outrage, viewed in any way you please. 
It was done, as all the rest of your aggressions | 
are done, for the purpose of upholding human | 
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slavery and rendering predominant in the nation, 
politically, those who maintain it. 
That act was done four yearsago. Encouraged 


| again by ouracquiescence init, and growing bolder 


by the ae with which these lawless deeds 
had been done, you have ventured at last upon an 
act, the doing of which was in principle precisely 
that which aroused our forefathers, and induced 
them to look Great Britain’s power in the face, 
and to put her at defiance. They sought to rule 
us; they sought to put down our principles of pop- 
ular sovereignty by force and violence, by what 
they called law; they denied to a majority here the 
right to legislate for themselves, and claimed the 
right to legislate for us; they roused the lion in 
the heart of the people of this whole country, and 
everybody knows the consequence. Iam amazed 
at the boldness with which this act is attempted. 
The people are alarmed. Ido not believe that 
those who are urging this measure with such ve- 
hemence upon the people, understand at all how 
it is awe in the country. 

Now, sir, I have given you a few specifications 
of southern aggressions. I donot claim that they 
were purely southern, for | know you had the 
mercenaries of the North joined with you to help 
you to do the deed; but nevertheless, you cannot 
cover up your own want of principle behind those 
traitors of the North, because you knew that they 
were not backed by northern sentiment, nor au- 
thorized todo what they did. 

How is it on the other side ? ’ 
southern gentlemen that the aggressions are all 
from the North; but they specify nothing. The 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Hammonp,] 
the other day—I do not see him now in his seat, 
and Iam sorry for it—said that, although they 


dealt so kindly by us, though they had been of || 
such greatadvantage tothe North, we had repaid | 


them by gerege? and slander; we had constantly 
plundered the South; and, almost in the same 


breath, he declared—and he declared it triumph- | 


antly; and, sir, it makes my blood tingle in my 
veins, when I have to admit that it was true—that 
the slaveholders of the South have ruled this Gov- 
ernment for sixty long years. That was true, sir. 
With more than two to one freemen against you, 
you have had the fortune to rule, with absolute 
despotism, this nation for sixty years. If that 
gentleman were here, [ would propound to him 
this inquiry: if you have ruled us, as you have 
for sixty years, how do you reconcile that fact 
with the assertion that we have robbed you; and 
why did you permit the robbery? What act have 
we—a conquered people, domineered over from 
the outset-—done? Howcould we commit aggres- 
sions upon you? Will any of you upon the other 
side explain it? I know you are howling fre- 
quently of aggressions at the North—of northern 
fanaticism; and you cast upon us every oppro- 
brious epithet that you can muster from the dic- 
tionaries, in order to show that we are not, some- 


how, well-behaved towards you; but you govern | 


us—you boast of it, and it istrue. To-day every 


| department of this Government lies prostrate 


| the country. 


under your heel, as it has for sixty years, as you 
confess. Tell me, then, wherein we have tres- 
passed upon your rights?) How could we do it, 
if we would? 

He wanted to know what guarantees we could 


give that we would not plunder them with tariffs | 
Sir, we never have | 


and restrictions upon trade. 
plundered you in that way. If there has been a 
tariff, your leading men have proposed it; you 
have forced it upon the nation. If there has been 
a Bank of the United States, your statesmen have 
proposed it, and your votes have fastened it upon 


cate sprang from your own section, were pro- 
enn by your own statesmen, and were up- 


neld by theirvotes. Weare the conquered people | 


whom you boast you have ruled for sixty years; 
and you, the conquerors, complain of aggression 
and wrong! The idea is perfectly ridiculous. 
You have molded the policy of this 
you have shaped the administration to suit your- 


self; no measure has passed without your assent, | 


within my memory. I should like to hear south- 


/ern gentlemen to-day mention to me the act that 


has passed Congress, or the policy of the Govern- 


ment that has been carried into effect, unless it | 


has met the entire approbation of the southern 
section of this Union, I ask for information— 
what is it? I hope you will either answer me, or 





It is claimed by || 


All those policies that you depre- | 


overnment; | 


Let us hear no More 
of northern aggression, unless you can gpee;r 
|| in what it consists; for, as Lord Coke well sg, 
| * fraud lurketh in generalities.’” We have plun. 

dered you; we have trespassed on your rights. 


forever hold your peace. 








| , 
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but your bill of indictment specifies 
Who can meet your charges? 

It is thought that we are very unreasonah\. 
because we take so much interest in the ingtis,,. 
tion of slavery. Now, sir, it requires but yor, 
little sagacity to see how that must be. I hay, 
been here long enough to know that that gro 
body of northern people who remain true to th, 
traditions of their fathers, who act up to the spirit 
of those who inaugurated our institutions, 9.5 
just as much proscribed from any of the benesi, 
emoluments, or honors of this Government, as jf 
they were alien enemies. There are nearly thir. 
teen hundred thousand voters belonging to thy 
great Republican party of the North, who, yea, 
after year, see the Government administered by 
hands that to them are alien, and they canng 
participate in it. Why? Because, whena nom 
ination comes before you, the question is aske, 
how stands this northern man upon the institution 

| of the South? Whatare his views? Did he ever, 
inan unguarded moment, give utterance to | 
impulses of the heart of every freeman? Did his 
tongue ever pronounce that which the heart 
every freeman feels? If he did, and any spy cay 
fish it up, and bring it here, he is proscribed from 
any favors from the Government under which he 
lives, and which he supports. This should fur. 
nish a reason to you why almost everything po. 
litical that is unpurchasable in the market, that 
grounds itself upon principle, and cannot be 
swerved by those appliances, now ranks in the 
great Republican party of the North. If men are 
purchasable, if executive favor can reach and 
| sway them, if any of those appliances that are 
brought to bear in political controversies can 
swerve them from the truth, they have gone over 
to you; they have repudiated the principles under 
‘|| which they were born; they have forgotten the 
sentiments that they imbibed even from their 
mothers’ breasts. Such men have repudiated all 
this, and sworn fealty to an institution that they 
hate; such are the men of the North who find 
| favor in this Government; the rest are aliens, pro- 
scribed by you. Yet, sir, because they are not 


NOthine 


| perfectly patient under this state of things, they 
are said to be fanatical Abolitionists. I should 


like to know how long the patience of the South 
| would hold out? Let us reverse this nefarious 
judgment; let northern majorities come here as in- 
exorable as are you; let us inquire, is he a slave 
_ holder that is proposed for office? does he train 

in their company? and if he ever dropped a word 
| that favored the institution of slavery, let us pro- 

scribe him—would there beany shridhite? would 
you bear it like lambs? I do you the credit of 
saying that you would rise up under such pro- 
scription as this, ard show a spirit more worthy 
of the fathers than we do on this side. I know 
you would. If we should undertake to hold you 
to those same intolerant and proscriptive princi- 
ples that you exercise towards us, you woull 
hear a how! worse than Mr. Buchanan heard from 
the South when Walker would not count fraud- 
ulent votes. 

Mr. President, I have stated some of the rea- 
sons why northern men take a deep and abiding 
interest in the question of slavery, because it 
tends to fasten its nefarious shackles upon them. 
| We may just as well look it right straight in the 
face, for it never will be allayed with sentiment; 
you may sing hosannas to this Union until you 
are hoarse; you may tall of our common blood 
| and ourcommon memories; and you may eulog'z¢ 
that great flag under which our fathers fought; 
and you may go into hysterics on the subject; but 
I tell you that governments, in the long run, will 
be governed by their interests as they understand 
them, and by nothing else. These are all very 
pretty matters in their place, but the administre- 
tions of government are made of sterner stuff. 
They are never perpetuated by sentiments like 
these. I say to you, Mr. President, there is, “- 
fortunately—and I regretit as much as any other 
man—a diversity between us in our government 
that seems almost irreconcilable. I do not know 
but that means may be found by which this great 
gulf can be bridged over; but’on the one hand 
'| you find the freest communities that the world 
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eal here : 
ver ies as a sentiment, but is lived out in 
vv actice by all the people; where there is no aris- 
‘racy; Where there 1s no man so high that he 
~an claim a privilege beyond his most humble 
~jloweeitizen. ‘This is the nature of the com- 
a ities of the North, and of none more so than 
: ‘that State which I have the honor in part to 
“sregent here. ‘That is the freest of the free. It 
was there that the mind of that great patriot, 
r omas Jefferson, fixed his eye the moment we 
had repelled the force of Great Britain. His 
ahilanthropic eye saw that great and beautiful 
\ilderness lying open, soon to be peopled by the 
sitizens of the United States. It was a leading 
object with him there to carry into practice those 
beautiful theories of equality which had charmed 
jis great mind so long. 
wyttl he had fixed out a document fully to carry 
out there his great idea that the people should rule 
the governments of the earth. He found nothing 
inthe way of his theory; there was a blank sheet 
of paper. There was a government to be laid, 
unstained by any of the crimes of ancient Rome. 
No institutions had grown up there inconsistent 
with right; and he fixed upon that soil to carry 
out the great theory of self-government for which 
the world had labored and sighed for so ae 
cenerations; and there the work was completed. 
in that region there is no aristocracy. In that 
elorious region there is no slave. Whoever comes 
there impressed with the image of God, is ac- 
knowledged to have an inalienable right to liberty 
that none but God can take away. 

This is the character of the communities com- 
posing more than one half the States ofthis Union. 
How is it on the otherside? Why, sir, I under- 


stood the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer,] | 


in the beautiful speech that he made yesterday, 
which would have challenged the admiration of 
every one, except for some sentiments that were 
scattered through it, to say—I have not had the 
benefit of seeing his speech printed, but I think he 
said—that these ideas of political equality which 
were held up before our communities were uto- 
nian and fanciful, and never could be realized. 
This probably was not his language, but it was 
his sentiment. Those principles of equality, as- 
serted in the great charter of human liberty, the 
Declaration of Independence, he believes to be 
utopian, incapable of practice; mere abstractions, 
not to be lived out. 

I wish southern gentlemen were better ac- 
quainted than they seem to be with northern in- 
stitutions. I tell the Senator from Virginia, you 
are wrong in believing this to be an abstraction. 
It is, thank God, a truth, the realization of which 
any man can witness who will cross over into my 
State. I have heard these sentiments uttered so 
often on the other side of the Chamber that I have 


... 


real and unadulterated democracy | tocracy, says the gentleman, unless you have a } I do not know how that is; but he turns round 


He labored unceasingly | 


come to know that our views of government are | 


just as diverse as men’s views possibly can be. 
There is, as I said before, an antagonism exist- 
ing between us which I know not how you are 
tocover up. The Declaration of Independence 
an abstraction! Are the great rights which it 
proclaimed, and which were the boast and glory 
of our fathers, “glittering generalities,”’ having 
no practical meaning? If so, I would ask any 
man what did you gain by.that boasted Revolu- 
ion of yours? Wherein does your Government 
differ from any despotism on the face of the earth? 
Once break loose from the glorious doctrines of 
that great charter of liberty, and you are in the 
slough of despond; you have nothing to distin- 
guish you from the most horrible despotism that 
ever reigned over prostrate human nature. I ask 
again, why do you boast of what your fathers 
did, if they established a mere abstraction, or, as 
it is sometimes called, a * glittering generality?”’ 
The Senator from South Caroline, carrying out 
the same idea, said: 

“Tn all social systems there must be a class to do the 
menial duties, to perform the drudgery of life. That is, a 
class requiring but a low order of intellect, and but little 
skill. Its requisites are vigor, docility, fidelity. Such. a 
class you must have, or you would not have that other class 
which leads progress, civilization, and refinement.”’ 


Now, suppose you had not that class which 
leadsprogress, civilization, and refinement: which 
class can you dispense with best? Of what use 
18 your idle aristocracy? In God’s name, have 
they not been the curse, the blight of every nation 
of the earth? You cannot have this refined aris- 





class to do your drudgery; and that ts the senti- 
ment of the whole South. How diametrically | 
opposed to it is the whole practical system of the 


North! Isit reasonable, is it right, that ‘* aclass’?’ | 
that shall || 


shall do your drudgery—‘a class”’ 
obey? Sir, labor should never be done bya class. 
If you obeyed the mandate of the Almighty, and 
labor were distributed among all the able-bodied 


| men, it would cease to be a task; it would become 


a mere amusement, and it would tax no man’s 
physical powers above what would consist with 
his health and his welfare. It was designed—for 
God is just—that this drudgery of which the Sen- 
ator speaks should be distributed among all the 
able-bodied men so as to make it light, and then 
it would not be inconsistent with the highest per- 
fection of civilization and refinement; but, on the 
other hand, would lead directly to it. Labor done 
by aclass! That, sir, was the old curse of the 


Old World. A class has been assigned to do the 


drudgery, to do all that is valuable, to produce 


everything that is beneficial; and the system || 


leaves aristocratical drones, useless, vicious idlers, 
whom any community can well dispense with. | 
say this class you can dispense with to the ad- 
vantage of any community that | know of; but 
the class who do your labor cannot be dispensed 
with. 
I deny that labor is 
degraded; and here is the point of dfference be- 
tween us, which | fear can never be overcome. 


That is one grand reason why we resist your sys- || 


tem coming into our Territories; it is because you 
are determined to contaminate all labor by this 


degraded class. Will the free, intelligent laborer | 


place himself upon a level with your mere abject 
chattel, and toil there? 
ought not to do it, and will not do it. 

What an idea of labor! The Senator supposes 


that the laboring class want but very little mind | 


and very little skill. Sir, there is nothing on earth 
that puts the human intellect to all that it can at- 


| tain like the varied labor of man. What does your 


drone, your refined aristocrat, do in his mind? | 


What problems does he work out? He consumes 
the products of labor; he is idle, and ten to one he 
is also vicious. He never.invents. Go to your 


| Patent Office, and see what are the products of 
| your degraded labor and your refined aristocrat. 


The latter never invents anything, unless it is a 
new way of stuffing a chicken or mixing liquor. 
[Laughter.] Heinvents nothing beneficial to man. 
Degraded labor, with a low intellect, is all you 


want! Sir, the machinery brought into operation | 


by intelligent labor is doing now more drudgery 
than all the slaves upon the face of theearth. The 
elements are yoked to the machines of human use- 
fulness, and there they are doing the work of bone 
and muscle, and your system cannot abide with 
it. The doom of slavery would be fixed, if it was 
by nothing else than the products of intelligent 
labor. 


invent no steam engine, because your labor is de- | 
graded. You donot want skill; you want but very | 
| little mind; and the Senator thinks the more igno- | 


rant the laborers are the better, for he says they 
are so degraded that they have no ambition, and 
they never will endanger this refined class that 
eats up the proceeds of their labor! 

That is the idea of government that prevails all 


| through the slaveholding regions of the South. 


Again, the Senator says of the degraded class that 
do the drudgery: 


‘Tt constitutes the very mud-sill of society and of politi- | 


cal government; and you might as well attempt to build a 
house in the air, as to build either the one or the other, ex- 
cept on this mud-sill.”? 


And then he goes on to say that we of the 
North have white slaves; that we perform our 
labor by white slaves. Thisclass must existevery- 
where, and they must be a mud-sill upon which 
you must erect civil societies and political organ- 


izations. Howlittle that gentleman understood of | 
| the spirit of our northern laborers ! 


I would like 
to see him endeavoring to erect his political insti- 
tutions upon their prostrate necks as mud-sills. I 
think it would be a little troublesome. He might 
as well make his bed in hell, or erect his building 
over a volcano, as to undertake to build on his 
northern ** mud-sills.’? Then, with a simplicity 


| that shows he knows nothing of northern society, 


he says we have sent our missionaries down to 


' their very hearthstones to endanger their system. 
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The Senator says you must have a class || 
| to do your degraded labor. 


Sir, he cannot do it, and | 


You drudge along in the old way; you | 


terials 


and asks how we would like them to send their 
missionaries up to teach our laborers their power. 
I was astonished at such an idea as that being pre- 
sented to political men of the North, who know 
and see and feel the power of the laboring class 
of men. We are all laboring men, and the peli- 
tician cannot live unless they breathe upon aes 
he cannot move unless he moves with their appro- 
bation. They are the soul, the strength, the body, 
| the virtue, the main stay of all our society. De- 
prive our State of its laborers and what would it 
be? We have nothing else, and we have none of 
your refined society that is spoken of. We all 
labor, and are all disgraced, as the gentleman 
would call it, in our community. Labor with us 
| is honorable; idleness is disreputable. That is 
the state of things with us, and the laboring man 
knows full well, and needs no missionary to tell 
| him, the potency of his vote. 
We should like to have your missionaries come 
| up and endeavor to endanger our society! Good 
heavens! One man has the same interest in up- 
_ holding it as another. Suppose one man is richer 
than another in Ohio. There is no very great 
diversity, as a general thing; but suppose he is; 
take the child of the poorest man in our State; 
and has he any temptation to overthrow our Gov- 
ernment? No, sir; fall of life, fall of hope, fuil 
of ambition to go beyond him who has gone 
furthest, he wishes to avail himself of the same 
|| Securities which have ministered to the upbuild- 
ing of others. He is a citizen, who holds all the 
| rights of citizenship as dear as the most wealthy. 
His stake in society is the same; his hope is the 
same; his interestin good government is the same. 
He is none of your prostrate mud-sills, deprived 
of those rights which God Almighty has given 
him, trampled under foot, and made to minister 
\| to the interests of another man. There is no such 
system as that with us. 

But the Senator spoke about a degraded class 
|| in our great commercial cities. I have to confess 
| that there is some truth in that. We have a de- 
graded class in the cities. They are the offscour- 
| ings generally of the Old World—men who come 
| here reduced to beggary by their ignorance; re- 
duced to beggary by their vice; ignorant, vicious, 
dangerous. I do not deny it. They are incident 
to all large cities; but the Senator should not 
complain of them. They are the chief corner- 
|| stone of your political strength in the North. 
Find me the vicious ward of any city that does 
not uphold your system of slavery, vote for its 
candidates, support its measures, and labor for 
its men. No, sir, you should not complain of 
this vicious population. In truth and in fact, they 
are about the only stay and support you have 
| there now, and you ought not to traduce them. 
'| From their very natures, they attach themselves 
|| to you, and I do not think by any treatment you 
will be able to drive them off. ‘They are natur- 
ally with you; they were slaves in their own 
countries; they do not know anything else than 
to be the understrappers of somebody; and when 
they hear that here are slaveholders contending 
wiah freemen, you find them with the former all 
the time. 

Mr. President, I think this shows the antag- 
onism between the institutions of the North and 
the South. We have not made them so. No- 
body here is particularly to blame for the state of 
things that exists. It has grown imperceptibly 
with our growth. Our lot has been cast either on 
one side of the line or the other. Our habits and 
our education have conformed to that state of 
things existing where our lot has been cast. [ 
can appreciate and make allowances for that, but 
I cannot be biased as to the right of the matter. 
I know where that is. 

Now, what is the remedy for this? If you 
bring us into collision, your system of despotism 
| encountering our system of freedom here on this 
floor, do you suppose there will be no excitement ? 
| Is any one so superficial as to believe that it will 
| depend on the temper and disposition of a man, 

how this great controversy shall be settled? Not 
at all, sir. You may preach harmony, you may 





conflict will take place every time these principles 
meet on this floor or elsewhere, because they are 
naturally antagonistic. God Almighty has made 
| them so, and man cannot reconcile them. What, 
then, is our safety? It is to stand upon the prinea- 


| preach forbearance till doomsday, but a violent 
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ples you once professed, rigid State rights, yield- | right. I affirm that the Supreme Court, in making '| tory, not the Constitution. They traveled out of D  tcr, ef 
ing tothe General Government justas little power | this decision, has done what no court of the Uni- |, the Constitution of the United States, and sous}, = this 0 
as is possible to cement it together so far as to | ted States had ever done before; but I do not hold || to found their decision upon what they Picked yp B the ol 
provide for the common defense; for the moment || this court, and never did hold it, in that reverence |, as scraps of history here and there; and that hj. m him fe 
you drag these things into the General Govern- | which some gentlemen pretend to entertain. I || tory was entirely and utterly perverted, as Was mous. 
ment, [assure you that you may preach concilia- | remember that it seems to be the mere instrument || proved by the Senator from New Hampshire 80 : yf law 
tion until doomsday, and conciliation will not | of political power. It follows it as the incident || palpably that no gentleman on the other side has ar as 
come. follows the principal. In the old Federal times | yet risen to challenge its accuracy; and they cap. die 

| do not know, sir, what is to be the result of | when your alien and sedition law was passed and || not do it. I have a law of Virginia here in one im ¢ 
this controversy. I know some of you threaten | it came before that court, they found no difficulty || drawer, which was passed at about the period a ypul 
to leave the Union upless you are gratified every | in maintaining that most flagrant violation of the || which the Supreme Court speak when they say who | 
time a collision takes place between us; and that | Constitution. Your sedition law was upheld by || that negroes were considered as chattels whom pehal 
Texas of ours with which I opened this debate, | the judges of that court, and men were impris- || any man might seize and convert to his own us you ( 
stands in a singular attitude towards us to-day. | oned by its process; and yet to-day there is not |) At that very instant, in old Virginia, he was . “ann 
I have in my drawer three resolutions of her Le- | aman to be found in these United States but what | citizen, made so by statute, if he was free; and | Sir, ! 
cislature presented to us at this session asking for | considers that law a most disgraceful law to | do not know but that he had all the rights oj a that 
men for her protection, and for sums of money | remain on the statute-book. It does not remain || white man. At all events, he was declared ther Th 
io indemnify her for expenses incurred, as she | there as a law, but it stands there as a memorial || to be a citizen. He was then a citizen in at leas; this 
claims, in protecting herself, and urging upon the | of the madness of patty and the easy method in || eight of the States of this Union. mad 
General Government to make further provision | which men will violate the Constitution of the || Mr. MASON. Willthe Senator advert to tha; are 0 
for that State, which has already cost us so much. || United States. That wasupheld. All men now || statute and give me its title? I will not interruy; belo! 
Her Legislature has sent to usa fourth resolution. | consider it as infamous, notwithstanding it had || him now, though. thos 
I have not got it here, but I heard it read at the || the sanction of that court. || Mr. WADE. I will show it to the gentleman, Cou 
table; and,if I understood it aright, she has given Almost the entire speech of the Senator from || Mr. MASON. I will not interrupt the gentle. ever 
us fair notice that she is about to go out of this | Louisiana—and I wish he was here—was made || man now. dial 
Union. Atall events, I do not think that was in | for the purpose of sustaining the validity of that || Mr. WADE. I have it here, though I may not out 
good taste. I do not think it was politic; because | decision. I am not going extensively into it, for || be able to put my hands on the exact place at this dial 
we may say to her, **if you are really going to | I have not time, nor does it need a very extensive || moment. In eight States of the Union a black ome 
leave us, perhaps it is best forus to make no fur- | examination to show that it is a fallacy, a mere | man was a citizen; and I do not know but that hie and 
ther appropriation for you.’? Why beg of us pro- | sham; that it has not the semblance or color of |, was entitled to all the rights of a white man; for u: 
tection, and turn right around and tell us, ‘* we | authority. * at that period you will find, if you search the his. adi 
are going to put you at defiance; we are going to Dred Scott, the plaintiff, claimed that he was a || tory of the country, that a distinction between hol 
hold a Hartford convention of the South, to de- || free man; and according to the course of practice | black and white was not taken. It was between mul 
liberate whether we shall leave the Union ?’’ Be- | from the earliest organization of the Government, || slave and free. That was the question. Upto _ 
fore I vote for the supplies she asks, | think I shall | in every district, (for the cases establishing it are | the time alluded to by the Chief Justice, | can i 
want to hearanexplanation of this. I may want || numerous enough,) he sued for his freedom in the | find nothing that discriminates between the color 10s 
to know whether they are to inure to the benefit || circuit court of the United States. The pretended || of men. The only question was whether a man inte 
of the Union, or to furnish powder to blow out | claimant put ina plea to the jurisdiction. He said || wasa freeman. If he was, he was entitled to all = 
our own brains. that Dred Scott was a negro; that his ancestors || the rights of a freeman; if he was not, he wasa set 

Let me say here, Mr. President, that I have no || came from Africa; that they were slaves, and '! slave. But the Chief Justice says that all of them = 
apprehensions about the Union: The people I || therefore he was nota citizen of the United States, || were so held. Good heavens! Had he not heard ane 
represent have got bravely over any qualms about || and he had no right to a hearing in that court. || of the scathing anathema of Thomas Jefferson, of 7 
yourdissolvingthe Union. You may preach about || Dred Scott demurred to that plea; and that de- || Judge Tucker, and of other great lights and wor- e 
it,and how! about it, until your lungs are sore; it | murrer came up before the court, and it was the | thies of the Old Dominion about that same period, - 
will not move a muscle of my constituents or of || only question they could decide. After getting | in language more pointed than any othermen could - 
myself. I know that our destinies are cast to- | the plaintiff out of court, and saying he has no || use? When was it that Thomas Jefferson said “ 
gether; and whether it is beneficial or not—and I || standing here, after murdering him, the court go || he trembled for his country when he reflected that = 
do not know whether it is or not—you can obtain || on to declare principles most fatal to the liberties || God was just, and that his vengeance would not = 
no divorce. Weare wedded for better or for worse, || and rights of many of the American people. The || sleep forever? Yet the Chief Justice says it was “ 
and forever; and we had better make the best of || like was never done before in any court. No || not controverted by anybody. Sir, it was con- . 
our lot. You cannot go out. The Senator from | court in this Union has been heretofore more || troverted by every man ofthe Revolution. They, ™ 
Alabama {[Mr. Cray] asked the Senator from | chary of giving decisions that were not called for || seeking their own rights at the cannon’s mouth, 7 
Wisconsin, [Mr. Doourrte,] in the course of | by the case, than the Supreme Court of the Uni- || claiming for themselves the utmost freedom, and th 
his remarks, whether, if they undertook to go out | ted States. They have always repudiated it. | invoking the aid of God to help them to work it ts 
of the Union, we were going to forcibly interpose || They would never go further than the necessities | out, had not the impudence to look to Heaven and de 
to prevent it? I do not remember exactly what || of the case required them to go. Was not the | ask a blessing on their exertions in favor of a lib- a 
the answer was, but I wanted to ask another ques- || decision of the question of jurisdiction an end of ; erty which they denied to their fellow-men. No a 
tion, for it has taxed my ingenuity to know how | thiscase? A majority of the judges decided that || such reproach, Judge Taney, can be brought on je 
it is you can get a State out of this Union. If the |, Dred Scott had no right to be in the court. They || the heads of the great worthies of the Revolution. d 
most violent resolution, if the most flaming dec- | dismissed him from their consideration. What || But I will not pursue that subject. I hand the 
laration, could have done it, your Union would | further wastheretodo? The Senator from Louis- || Senators over to the refutation of this position . 
have been blown to atoms long ago. It wants | iana, in his argument, did not pretend, as a law- |, contained in the speech of the Senator from New ps 
something more than conventions; it wants some- yer, to argue that this was not the effect of the | Hampshire, which cannot be answered. I say it b 


I do not know 
How can a State 


thing stronger than resolutions. 
how you propose to effect it. 
go out? 


_ much like sophistry. 
A man may commit treason under the | 


Sonstitution of the United States, if he levies war || 


against them; he may be hauled up and punished; | 


but how, in Heaven’s name, is a State to go out 
of the Union? I should like to have some one 
who talks about it show me the modus operandi. 
There was one aggression of the South—I will 
call it an aggression—that I failed to mention in 
its proper place. ITallude to the late nefarious de- 
cision of your Supreme Court. They made anew 
discovery—a discovery that, by vigor of the Con- 


stitution of the United States, you can carry sla- | 
very all over the continent wherever your flag | 
may float. I approach that subject with no pleas- | 


ure. LT wish I could entertain a good opinion of 
the judges of that court. I wish I could believe 
they were patriotic. I wish 1 could believe they 
held the scales of justice equa} between the rich 
and the poor, the great and the small, unswerved 


by political considerations, uninfluenced by any- | 


thing but their duty, which is the most Godlike 
that man can ever administer; that is justice un- 
mixed, unbiased justice. 
that that court were actuated by no other than 
these great Godlike principles in the decision they 
have made. It was a most extraordinary decision. 
'’ he mode of coming at it, the decision itself, the 
time when it was made, are all calculated to in- 
epire the mind with a suspicion that all is not 


I wish I could believe | 


| Streets. 


decision; but he uttered what seemed to me very 
He read from the opinions 
of the court, claiming that they had a right to go 
further. 
man that ever went through a lawyer’s office 


| knows that when they decided that the plaintiff 


had no standing in court, the case was at an end; 
and any opinion they should give after that was 
a mere obiter dictum, entitled to no more respect 
than though it had been delivered here or in the 


Mr. President, there is another thing to be con- 
sidered in reference to that case. ere, to be 
sure, was a poor negro, having no friends, no con- | 
sideration, nobody to look to his interests. He 
was a member of a degraded class, with whom 


'the court might deal with perfect impunity. I 


fear that the court, swayed by political reasons, 


| forgot the rights of Dred Scott, and plunged into 
| this political whirlpool in order to control its cur- 


rents. Isit not remarkable that America, the first | 
nation in the world, should decide that a man may | 
be so low that he cannot even seek his rights in 
the courts of the country? 
thing like it in any community before, whether | 
civilized or barbarous? The court tells us we have | 
men among us so low that they can have norights; | 
that they are mere merchandise. But I will not 

travel into that field, which has been so ably dis- 
cussed by the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
Hare.] They grounded their decision upon his- 


Was there ever any- | 


was a flagrant perversion of constitutional law to 


| go into these scraps of history to determine what 
your Constitution is. 
I do not care what they claimed. Any | 


I recollect very well a de- 
cision by Judge Story—I have not the book, and 


| I care not to quote itexcept from memory—where 


the lawyers plied him with the consideration of 
what gentlemen said jn the convention which 
framed the constitution, and what exponents of 
it outside of the convention thoughtof it. Judge 


| Story said, *‘if you make the least trade with 


your fellow-man and put it in writing, you cannot 


call cotemporancous declaration to explain what 


was meant by it, but you must stand upon the 
bond; what is not there, cannot be explained; 


| and then he adds, * if in a simple contract such 
rules are to prevail, with how much more force 


in this great charter of Americanliberty when th 


| rights, the interests of all hang upon it?’’ You 


cannot look out of it, for if you do you have no 
Constitution. Then it will depend upon the mem- 
ory of man, the opinions of frail men, transmitted 
to posterity without any authority at all. I say 
to you that the court, in traveling out of the prin- 
ciples of law and going into scraps of ey to 
construe your Coustitution, have entered a fie 

more danger to your Constitution than has been 
broached by any other department of the Govern- 


| ment. 


I know that, to gloss this over, the honorable 


| Senator from Louisiana, with that plausible and 


beautiful style of which he is so completely mas- 
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eg yee ion by passing logy o 
this nefarious decision by passing a eulogy on 


the old Chief Justice. It was beautiful; it relieved 
him from the burden of encountering the enor- 
pe us, glaring unconstitutionalities and breaches 
‘claw summed up there. Why, sir, he went so 
far as to send the old man to Heaven even before 
,. died. Ido not think that decision will help 
im on his road. He coolly joins the current of 
»opular opinion, turns away from the poor man 
who had sought the administration of law in his 
jalf, and says to him, ‘‘ you are a negro, and 
vou cannot sue in court; if you have rights, we 
“annotinvestigate them; youarea mere chattel! 
sir, if that helps a man to Heaven, God forbid 
that I should act upon such principles. 

There is another consideration connected with 
jyis decision. I have not time, and I have not 
made ita point, to go into all itsenormities. There 
are only one or two points init that I wish to bring 
before the Senate. So far as I have heard them, 
those who yield to the decision of the Supreme 
Court seem to suppose that it 1s obligatory on 
everybody, and that the Senate of the United 
States, like poor Dred Scott, are barred and thrown 
out of court; that the President of the United 
Siates, and the House of Representatives, and 
every department of the Government, are ignored, 
and no better off than poor Dred Scott. I deny 
the doctrine—the -most dangerous that could be 
admitted in a free country—that these judges, 
holding their office for life, reposing with total im- 
munity, have any right to decide the law of the 
land forevery department of thisGovernment. Sir, 
you would have the most concentrated, irrespons- 
ible despotism on God’s earth if you give such an 
interpretation to the decisions of that or any other 
court. No, sir; each department must act for it- 
self, I stand here, clothed with the same power, 
to proclaim what is the Constitution upon the pas- 
sage of any law that comes before us, as that or 
any other court. I follow my own interpretation 
of the Constitution; I am bound to do it; I have 
sworn that I would, and I beg of the Senate never 
to yield to this arbitrary doctrine that the Supreme 
Court can bind the other departments of the Gov- 
ernment; that we must yield to the decisions that 
they make. No, sir; never. They may decide 
on the poor man’s rights, who is so unfortunate 
as to fallwithin their grasp. They have decided 
that Dred Scott could not sue inthe court. Right 
or wrong, constitutional or unconstitutional, that 
stands. It is the highest court; it has decided in 
the last resort. Dred Scott’s rights have been de- 
termined, and determined forever; but no other 
department of the Government, no other right, 
was touched. Talk about their deciding that sla- 
very exists in Kansas as much as in South Car- 
olina! Talk about the highest tribunal in the land 
deciding that slavery is in your Territories; that 
every inch of ground outside of the free States is 
slave territory! I pity the weakness of the man 
who yields to any such ideaasthat. That court 
has no such transcendent power. It could bind 
nobody but the suitorsin the court. It would be 
unfortunate if it could. 

i know with what avidity your facile President 
seized upon the idea, and stultified himself by 
saying that it was a mystery to him that any man 
should ever doubt it. The Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Cuanpier] yesterday disposed of him 
iu that particular. He disposed of him forever, 
aad showed a hypocrisy, 1 am compelled to say, 
disgraceful to a man even in a private station. 
He who had deliberately put forth the doctrines 
of the Missouri compromise; he who had sought, 
over and over again, in the ripeness of his judg- 
ment, after full deliberation, to procure its ex- 
tension and recognition by Congress, now turns 
coldly around and ells us it is a mystery that 
any man should ever have doubted it! Weil, sir, 
if Mr. Buchanan is a mystery to himself, he is 
no mystery to me. 


There is one other consideration that I wish to | 


bring before the Senate. Why is it and how is 
\t that the southern States, with one third, or less 
than one third, of the free population of this na- 
tion, have been enabled for sixty years to rule 
the destinies of the country? It has been done, 
in the first place, (and that is one reason why I 
contest every inch of ground,) because ina close 
oligarchy you have a power that a democracy of 
‘ne Same numbers can never have politically. 


ihe power of the Goverment seems to be in in- 


3 : . 7 
»scaped from the rugged inconsistencies of 
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verse ratio to the number of people that partici- 


pate in the Government. And this is obvious 
enough. You have aclass of not more than three 
hundred and fifty thousand slaveholders in the 
United States. They have governed this Union 
(so says the Senator from South Carolina, and 
he says truly) for sixty long years; not the peo- 
: ; s 3 | 
ple of the South, mind you; he says the slave- 
holders have ruled the nation. Thatistrue. First 


-ofall,they placed their feeton the necks of all those 


who do not hold slaves. The poor men of* the 
South he utterly ignores as having any political 
power, and [ suppose they have none. ‘They 
have votes, no doubt; but those votes are given 
in accordance with the will of this aristocracy, 
who are all-powerful; for it has been observed, 
and truly observed, that he who has the power 
over the subsistence of another has the power 
over his will. You, the wealthy slaveholders of 
the South, wield absolute dominion over your 
poorer white neighbors; therefore it was that the 
Senator from South Carolina said the slavehold- 
ers have ruled the nation. You three hundred 
and fifty thousand slaveholders have ruled your 
six million whites, (I go according to the census 
of 1850;) you have not only ruled your six mil- 
lion, but you have also ruled the fourteen million 
free people of the North. 

How have you done it? You have done it be- 
cause you had a general bond of interest uniting 
you, tying you togetheras ifanimated by one soul. 
What was the interest to me was the interest of 
another. You are forced all on the same plat- 
form, all acting toone end. You found the De- 
mocracy of the North divided in various pursuits, 
laboring in their various avocations, with very 
little time to study this problem of politics; and 
you have always been able to seduce enough of 
us over to you to enable you to carry your gov- 
ernment along. I know that gentlemen smile at 
this; but I am compelled by truth to state facts here 
that I wish I could hide from the world. Itisa 
rottenness at the North that you do not have. It 
is disreputable to us, but I am compelled to admit 
it. Your allies, the doughfaces of the North, in 
my judgment, are the most despicable of men. 
The modern doughface is not a character peculiar 
to the age in which we live, but you find traces 
of him at every period of the world’s history. He 
is void of pride; he is void of self-respect; he is 
actuated by a mean, groveling selfishness that 
would sell his Maker fora price. Why, sir, when 
old Moses, under the immediate inspiration of 
God Almighty, enticed a whole nation of slaves, 
and ran away, not to Canada, but to old Canaan, 
I suppose that Pharoah and all the chivalry of old 
Egyptdenounced him asa most furious Abolition- 
ist. fLamshiee:) I do not know but that they blas- 
phemed their God, who had assisted the fugitives 
from labor to escape. I have no doubt at all that 
when some southern gentlemen of the gospel come 
up to preach to the North, they will say that the 
Almighty acted a very fanatical part in this busi- 
ness. [am afraid they will say so; for He was 
aiding and abetting in the escape. But amidst the 
glories ofthat great deliverance, even feeding upon 


| miracles of the Almighty as they went along, there 


were not wanting those who loved Egypt better 


_ than they loved liberty; whose souls longed for 
| the flesh-pots of Egypt; and whocould turn from 


the visible glories of the Almighty God to wor- 
ship an Egyptian calf. These were the dough- 
faces of that day. They were national men. 
{Laughter.] They were not exactly northern 
men with southern principles: but they were Is- 
raelites with Egyptian principles. (Laughter. } 

Again, when the Savior of the world went forth 
on his great mission to proclaim glad tidings of 
joy to all the people of the earth, to break every 
yoke, and to preach deliverance to the captive, 
He met with the same class of men in the persons 
of Judas Iscariot and the chief priests. In the 
days of our own Revolution, when Washington 
and his noble associates were carrying on that 
struggle to establish justice, and to secure the 
blessings of liberty to themselves and their pos- 
terity, they met with the same class of men in the 
admirers of George III. and Lord North. 

They are all of the same class—false to the edu- 
cation of their fathers—false to the great princi- 
ples which have been instilled into them by their 
mothers from their birth—willing to do anything 
that will minister to the cupidity of their masters, 
let the consequences be what they may. I[t is this 
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class of men, aided by a close aristocracy at the 
South, that has enabled the minority to rule with 
iron hand the majority since the organization of 
this Government. I have endeavored to daguer- 
reotype these men for the benefit of future ages; 
for | believe that, like the Indian tribes, they are 
disappearing. You have put them to very hard 
service, sir. Thev die faster than the northern 
negroes in your rice-swamps—politically, Lmean. 
You put them to service that they cannot stand. 
When you ask them to vote for a fugitive bill, 





| they may do it once, but political death stares 
| them in the face. When you ask them to go with 


you for the repeal of the Missouri restriction, you 
find the same state of things. And pow, worst 
of all, when you ask them to fasten upon their 
fellow-men, in a Territory of the United States, 
a constitution which that people abhor, | tell you 
every northern representative who participates in 
this act, is not only politically dead, but he may 
thank his God if he escapes with that. 
I find, sir, that I am detaining the Senate longer 
than I wished; and yet, if Lam to go over the argu- 


| ment of the subject immediately under considera- 


tion, | shall have to detain them some time longer. 


| {**Goon!’*] [shall beas brief as possible on this 


part of the case. I desire first to notice some things 


| in theargumentof the able and eloquent gentleman 
from Louisiana, | Mr. Bensamin,} who addressed 





us on the day before yesterday. He endeavored 
to show that slavery was recognized by the com- 


mon law of this country; and he even went to the 
| 


continent of Europe, and entertained us with a 
very interesting discourse as to the old system of 
feudal slavery existing there under the ttle of vil- 
lenage in its various forms. It isa little humiliat- 
ing to us Anglo-Saxons, who claim that eur race 
never has been, and never can be, enslaved, to 
show us that our ancestors, many generations ago, 
were the most abject of slaves. That, however, 
is the truth; but [ did not wish to parade it befor: 
the Senate, for | had sufficient pride to endeavor 
to make the world believe that we were above 
these weaknesses, and that our ancestors always 
had been. In return, I have briefly alluded to the 
fact that his ancestors also were slaves; but they 


| were very honorably discharged. 


In the course of the Senator’s argument, his 
astute and gifted mind entered upon a subject that 
he could not get along with very well. He en- 
deavored to show that there was a distinction 
between the right of a slaveholder to his slave and 
the remedy he might have; and hence he claimed 
that when a slave went into a free country, the 
master did not lose his right over him, but lost the 
remedy. He said that im a free country where 


| there was no law for the protection of the rights of 
| the master, he did not lose his right to the slave, 





but lost his remed y—lost his power to control the 
slave. He likened it to the case of a man who had 
a patent right, ora poet who had a property in the 
productions of his own inspiration. I will read 
the Senator’s language to show how the most 
gifted man, when he is not on his guard, may 
admit away his own case. He said: 

“ There lives now a man in England, who, from time to 
time, sings to the enchanted ear of the civilized world strains 
of such melody that the charmed senses seem to abandon the 
grosser regions of earth, and to rise to purer and serener 
regions above. God has created that man a poet. His in 
spiration is his; his songs are his by right Divine ; they are 
his property, so recognized by human law ; yet here in these 
United States men steal Tennyson's works, aud cell his 
property for their profit; and this because, in spite of the 
violated conscience of the nation, we refuse to give him pro- 
tection for his property.”’ 

Again, following out the same idea, he said: 

‘Does not every man see at once that the right of the in 


| ventor to his discovery, that the right of the poet to his in- 
| spiration, depends upon those principles of eternal justice 


which God has implanted in the heart of man, and that 
wherever he cannot exercise them, itis because man, faith 


| less to the trust that he has received from God, denies them 


the protection to which they are entitled ?°’ 


That is a very sound doctrine, in my judgment 
—it is an appeal to that higher law which has 
been so much traduced. ‘lhe poet has a divine 
right to the inspiration of his genius and the pro- 
ducts of his mind; the inventor of a machine has 
a God-given right to the use of his discovery. 
Does not the honorable Senator see that if thes: 
rights are from God, above human law, no con- 
stitution and no law of man can take them away ’ 
And how much more has a mana right to his 
own body and to his own soul, than he can 
said to have to his own productions. How could 
t gt man fail tos ; 
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inventor had this divine right, the slaveholder | 
could not claim the right of ownership over an- | 
other man? Would not that man have the same | 
God-given right that he claims for the poet and 
the discoverer? Most assuredly he would. This | 
admission stultified his whole case. He admits, 
then, that slavery would be impossible. It is not | 
amatter of right. No, sir; he might as well ad- | 
mit at the outset that slavery is not a matter of | 
right. It isa matter of positive law. It is a mat- 
ter of force. Itis a matter of fraud. It is nota 
matter of right; and the moment the slave gets 
beyond the power to enforce the mandate, he is 
as free as his master. Has God Almighty put 
any mark on him by which you can say when 
he gets into a foreign jurisdiction, which is the | 
slave and which the master? The slave might | 
as wellclaim a right to the master, as the master | 
to the slave, the moment he passes beyond the 
jurisdiction. 

Now, Mr. President, with regard to the Kan- 
sas question, | shall treat it very briefly, for I 
have detained the Senate so long that it would not 
be pardonable in me to detain them much longer; 
nor have | strength to continue the argument. I 
contended here, four years ago, thatthe abrogation 
of the Missouri restriction would be attended by 
the same train of circumstances that has taken 
place. I contended then that you were opening 
this ‘Territory to strife and to contention; that 
you were putting it up to a vendue, to make ita 
theater where the most selfish and outrageous 
passions would contend for the mastery; that you 
were begetting a state of civil war. You claimed 
that it was going to be all peace; that it was done 
for the purpose of withdrawing this terrible con- 
troversy from the Halls of Congress to your Ter- 
ritories. Do you gain anything by it? Agitation 
begins in your Territories. Is it not sure to find | 
its way into these Halls? 

The Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Green,] the 
other day, in the eloquent speech which he de- 
livered here, proclaimed that he who made an 
assertion to the detriment of a man that he could 
not prove, stood forth as a calumniator. I in- 
dorse the doectrine—that is so; and I stand here 
with the proof to show that the Territory of Kan- 
sas has been governed by a system of fraud, 
force, and oppression from the time the law was | 
passed even until now. I assert it without fear 
of contradiction, and I stand here charged asa | 
calumniator unless [ prove it. 

It does not come, however, well from the other 
side of the Senate to deny these things. It comes | 
with very bad grace from them. The House of 
Representatives sent into that Territory a com- 
mission of the most honorable men, not on one 
side of politics, but on both, there to investigate 
the charges that were made against the first Le- 
gislatare who, it was claimed, had usurped them- 
selves into their positions by force, by fraud, by 
an invasion unparalleled in the history of the 
world—plain, palpable, known, premeditated, in 
open day. The commission went there. I have 
its report before me. I have read more than 
ninety of the depositions that were taken of men 
who are not impeached, men who were partisans, 
many of them, against the side of the question 
which I advocate. Here are their depositions. 
Perhaps I had better read some of them. They 
go to show you that even before this law was 
passed, there were organized upon the borders of 
Missouri divers lodges, under different names, 
for the sole and only purpose of carrying slavery 
inte that Territory at all hazards. That was the 
object of their organization. They had all the 
paraphernalia of a secret society. ‘They had their 
grips, their pass-words, their modes of recogni- 
tion of one another; and before the day of election 
they went overthere, embodied in military array, 
in vast numbers, with their colors flying and their 
drums beating, with guns, cannon, pistols, and | 
bowie Knives. They disseminated themselves 
through all the Territory, took possession of all 
the polls but one, and frequently removed the | 
judges, giving them a certain time to deliver the 

v0ll-books —a few minutes—holding watch in 
Leadgend pointing pistols at the heads of the clec- 
tion judges. They drove them off with force and 
fraud. This is undeniable. The volume before 
me proves it, It will go down to the latest pos- | 
terity that these nefarious acts are proved. They | 
are part of the records of your legislauon. They | 
never shall be gaiusayed. 
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I know the Senator from South Carolina, and |! body, as the Senator from Michigan state 


a good many other Senators, have been willing | 
to divide the odium of this transaction with us. | 
He thought there were disgraceful frauds on both 
sides—*‘ disgraceful,’’ said he, *‘ to the country,”’ 
and he has not sought to investigate them. He 
says it is a disagreeable subject, and he has no 
doubt both sides are guilty. Sir, it was not on | 
both sides. It was only on one side. You took 
possession of those polls. You elected your own 
men, members of a foreign State, who came in 
there to control the destinies of this Territory, | 
which it was especially said should be ruled as its | 
own citizens pleased. 


I do not want to detain the Senate by reading | 


the pages which I have turned down in this doc- | 


ument, unless some gentleman wishes to hear 
them. They are long, but they are all pertinent. 
All go to show the facts I have stated, and there 
is nobody to deny or contradict them. Now, you 
say we do not prove them. Did not we ask you 
for a cormmission to examine them during the last 


Congress? We made charges; we said they were | 


true; we had lettersand communications imploring 
us to investigate the state of things that was pre- 
vailing there; but as often as we asked you to give 


us acommission you refused it. Standing on that | 


refusal, you turn around and deny the weight of 
the authorities we produce. Sir, that will not go 
down. Now, ata later day, when your candle- 
box frauds, your forgeries most disgraceful, are 
coming tolight—when they are known ofall men— 
we ask you for a commission to investigate this 
matter; and as often as we ask it you turn around 


| coolly and vote us down, and then deny that there 
isany such thing! Sir, the country will take cog- | 


nizance of that. 

The fraud by which the election of March 30, 
1855, was carried, is established. I know you 
undertake to estop us by saying that Governor 


Reeder gave certificates toa majority of the mem- | 


bers. So he did; but that did not cure the usurp- 


ation. I think the Governor allowed but four days | 


to receive protests contesting the seats of the mem- 
bers elect. 


and get them there in time. 


most palpable frauds; but the setting them aside 


availed nothing. There were your blue lodges, | 


your usurpers,in power. They were taking their 
seats by a usurpation; they were not to be turned 
aside by anything like this. New elections were 
ordered in several of the districts, and in every 


| instance the free-State men were returned; but, on 


the very first day of the meeting of the Legisla- 


The people, scattered as they were, | 
could not prepare their memorials to the Governor | 
In every instance | 
where it was done, the election was set aside for | 





ture, without investigation, without referring to | 
a committee, they just turned every free-State | 


man right out of the Legislature. What good 
would it do to give certificates? But is a man to 
be estopped on a gross usurpation like this’ Is 
an American citizen to be cheated out of his rights 


under forms of law? Lask any honorable gen- | 


tleman on the other side, would you submit to it? 
No, sir, you would not. 


right and in defiance of right, had taken posses- 
sion of your ballot-boxes, defeated your election, 
turned your countrymen out, and foreigners 
usurped your places? Would technicalities avail ? 
No, sir; I have too high an opinion of you to be- 
lieve that. 

it would be idle, mere miserable pettifogging, 
to come in and say, oh, you have certificates from 
the Governor and that cures everything, and we 
cannot be admitted to prove that it was a usurpa- 
tion. Sir, there was not a man who received his 
certificate as having been elected on that day, who 


| had any more title to a seat in the Legislature than 


he had to the kingdom of heaven; and can a cer- 
tifieate give a man the right to rule in this coun- 
try? Sir, American liberty rests on no fragile 
basis like that; and shame to the man who will say 
that he would succumb to a fraud like this. 
Sach was the original usurpation. It was the 
result of fraud. It was worse than void. It was 
a result brought about by the commission of the 
highest crimes against American liberty that man 
can be guilty of. It was a Legislature elected in 
this manner, that took the initiatory steps towards 


Would you submit to | 
be governed by a gang of usurpers who, without |. 


the convention which framed this constitution. I | 


say a body elected in such a manner could do no 
legal acts. They got together, however, and in 
hot haste passed all the laws of Missouri in a 








13, 
d yes. 
terday. They did not alter their titles, but {joy 
took a short road, by saying we will take i, 
whole code, and wherever it says State it shal] }, 
construed to mean ** Territory.”? I have looked 
through that code somewhat, and there I find t}, 
provisions for patrols to keep the slaves in ord,, 
at night, as they have in Missouri. Those law, 
were transferred into the Territory of Kansas 
before there was, perhaps, a single slave ther» 
Laws were passed ordering the people to patro| 
the districts to see that the slaves kept in order. 
The fact is, that they swallowed the Missoy;; 
statute-book whole, and did not know what was 
in it, and to them it made no difference what wo. 
in it. They went further, and passed laws which 
would have been disgraceful to any king or coup. 
try, from Nero to Nicholas. You can find po 
such laws on any statute book. They were y). 
constitutional; and even General Cass, on this 
floor, was compelled to say that they were inf). 
mous and disgraceful to the age; but yet the Sep. 
ate of the United States would not repeal them, 

The Senator from Louisiana did not touch oy 
this subject. H passed it by as easily and 
lightly as he could. He dwelt on the beauties of 
old Judge Taney more than he did on the fraud; 
and violence in Kansas. He talked about the 
Toombs bill, and said we would not vote for j;, 
He said the people of the Territory sent here po. 
titions and wanted Congress to accept the Topeka 
constitution, but the majority in this body wov\d 
not do that, but were willing to pass an enabling 
act. There is a little curious history mixed up 
with that act which has come out at this session, 
It is all of a piece with the candle-box frauds, and 
shows that that was intended as a snap-judg- 
ment. The Toombs bill was plausible upon its 
‘face, and really the great objection to it at the 
time was the state of the Territory. It was then 
in the hands of the border-ruffians, the usurpers, 
and it was impossible to get officers there who 
would act with any fairness, or give any certainty 
that anything like justice would be done. That 
was our real objection to it, for I was in my heart 
so convinced that the principle was universally 
acknowledged that a constitution formed by a 
convention ought to be submitted to the peop! 
that I did not know but it was contained in the 
bill; I was off my guard. I could not believe any 
American citizen would endeavor to rob a people 
of this God-given right of forming their own in- 
stitutions, especially as you had ‘said that th 
people of Kansas above all others should be per- 
fectly free to make their own institutions in thei 
own way. 

How was that? I have learned during the ses 
sion, by what has come out at side-bar here, tha 
this was a matter of deliberation at that day, that 
the Committee on Territories, as I have under- 
stood the statement, were summoned to the house 
of their chief, there to sit in judgment on this very 
clause, whether the people should or should not 
have this right; and I understand that there suc! 
a clause in the first bill was stricken out, and 
it was passed by this body without any such 
clause. 

Mr. HALE. For “‘ peculiar reasons.” 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir, for peculiar reasons. 
It wasa matter of premeditation. It did not hay- 
pen by accident. You did not intend at that perio! 
or at any other, that the people should have | 
right to sit in judgment on the constitution by 
which they were to be governed. I[ do not know 
that I understand this matter aright, but I sta'e 
my impressions in regard to it just as I have w- 
derstood it as it came out here. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator will allow me to 
interrupt him at this point. I think there has 
been sufficient importance given to that statement 
to have it corrected; and [ deem it my duty, hav- 
ing, I think, as much knowledge of that matter as 
anybody else, to say that at no time during the 
discussions upon that bill, by those who framed 
it and perfected it, was that subject consulted 
about atall. Although I voted for that bill, the 
fact of whether it contained such a provision of 
not, never came under my notice, and I took it for 
granted, as the Senator from Ohio says he did, 
thatany constitution which might be formed under 
it, would be submitted to the people. I only **y 
that in the preparation of the bill, and the const 
tations that were talked about by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, (1 believe 1 was present at cvery 
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single one of them,) there was no such subject 
considered. j ; 

Mr. GREEN. I wish simply to make one re- 
mark. How it should be taken for granted by 
anybody that there would bea resubmission of 
the constitution after it was formed by the con- 
vention, When it had never been required in a 
single instance in the history of this Government, 
in an enabling act, is to me inexplicable. It was || 
not so regarded. : 1] 

Mr. STUART. Well, Mr. President, the Sen- |, 
ator from Ohio will allow me to say—I ask par- | 
don for interfering with him in this matter, but I 
do not mean to state the argument—the Senator 
from Missouri was not here at the time, and knew 
nothing about the consultation on that subject. I 
am stating my impression; at the proper time I 
will state the argument. I have given my own 
impression and expectation on that subject; and | 
| stated, also, that the discussion referred to was | 
not had. 

Mr. GREEN. 

cpian-— 
— WADE. I wish first to state that I am | 
told | made a mistake. The gentlemen who as- || 
sembled and deliberated on this subject were not | 
the Committee on Territories. I thought that | 
was the statement, but I am corrected in that par- || 
ticular. The meeting is said to have been com- 
posed of some gentlemen; I do not know who 
was there. abt 

Mr. GREEN. I merely desire to remark, in 
justice to the Senator from Michigan, that I do | 
not pretend to say what was in his mind; I do 
not pretend to say what he thought or supposed; 
but i do pretend to say there had never, up to 
that period been a single enabling act requiring 
the constitution to be submitted to a vote of the 

veople. 

; Mr. PUGH. Will my colleague allow me to 
say a word? I was notin Washington city when 
that bill.was framed. [ arrived here the very day 
when it was put on its passage. I never saw the || 
bill except in the form in which it finally passed. 
| had had no consultation with any person in re- 
gard to it. I read the bill in my seat here, and I 
approved the bill, and I still approve it. As to the 
question whether the constitution was to be sub- || 
mitted to the people, I have no recollection that | 
my attention was called to the fact one way or the | 
other; because, like the Senator from Missouri, I 
never had known such a provision in an enabling | 
act of Congress before. I supposed it would be 
left to the discretion of the convention. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. With the permission of 
the Senator from Ohio, as this seems to be rather 
a conversational matter, I wish to state that for | 
myself, when that bill was under consideration in | 
the Senate, I objected to it distinctly on the ground | 
that it contained no provision requiring the con- 
stitution to be submitted to the people. That was | 
one of the objections which I made to the bill. I 
do not know that the remarks which I made at- 
tracted the attention of anybody else; but in the 
views which I submitted at that time, which are 
published in the Globe—and I have sent out for 
the volume, but it has not yet come in—it will be 
found that I made it a distinct point of objection 
to the Toombs bill, as it was called, that it con- 
tained no provision for submitting the constitution | 
which the convention should form to the people 
for their apaenniaons ae I thought it was going 
quite too far, as I stated, to allow a convention to | 
be assembled under such authority as then held | 
sway in Kansas, to form a constitution and fix it 
forever upon the people of Kansas without con- || 
sulting them in regard to it. || 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator from || 
Ohio will indulge me fora moment. It is due to | 
myself to state that L understood distinctly at that || 
time that there was no such provision in that 
Toombs bill. That was one amongst other rea- 
sons for not giving it my support; and I rather 
think the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. 

Vapve]} himself mentioned it at the time. 

Mr. MASON. The honorable Senator from 
Ohio has been so considerate and forbearing that 
I hope he will indulge me for a moment. 

Mr. WADE. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. I think I may supply facts 
Which have lapsed from the memory of other Sen- | 
ators, because when that question was made, at | 
an early day in this session, by an honorable Sen- | 
ator from Illinois, now absent, [Mr. Doveras,} || 





Mr. President, I beg leave to | 


| mitted to the people after it was formed. The 
| Senator from Georgia, I think, some two months 


| ginia, that the bill reported from the Committee | 


| Kansas had a sufficient population she mitht form 


| Territory should have a sufficient population, and || 


| —I presume, with the Senator from Ohio in the 
| course of his remarks. 
/ator from Michigan has alleged that the question 4) 
| of the right of the people to vote on the adoption | 


| the Senator from Illinois and myself. 


| don. I came into the Chamber under the impres- 
| sion that he had closed hisremarks. [‘‘ Oli, no.’’} 
|| Stull, sir, | trust the Senator from Ohio will in- 
| dulge me on a question so peculiarly personal and || 


| reassert—every word of it; and all the examina- 


| and that for delegates to the corivention. 
| not show that the bill reported by the Senator | 
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and I think it will be found that the facts were 
these: the Senatorfrom Llinois, as chairman of the 
Committee on Territories, reported a bill, which || 
he has since called an enabling act, and in that | 


I looked at the record to see what the facts were, | 


_ bill there was a provision requiring that the con- || 


stitution to be formed under it should be sub- | 


afterwards, introduced into the Senate, on leave 
given, a bill of like character, and in the bill of 
the Senator from Georgia there was no such pro- 


| vision. Afterwards both the bill reported by the 


Senator from Hlinois from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, and the bill introduced by the Senator 
from Georgia, I do not recollect on whose motion, 
were committed, sent back to the Committee on 
Territories, and then the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Territories reported the bill, which after- 
wards passed the Senate, without any provision 
for submitting the constitution to the people; so 
that his bill went back to the committee with that 
provision in it, and came out without it. I think 
that is the correct statement. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 1 wish to say in connec- 
tion with the remarks of the Senator from Vir- 


on Territories during the last Congress, called the 
enabling act, was in pursuance of the recommend- 
ation of President Pierce, providing that when 


a State government. The bill introduced by the 
Senator from Georgia, called the Toombs bill, | 
was a provision for taking the sense of the people | 
by commissioners, and providing for the forma- 
tion of a State government immediately. The 
great difference between them was, that one was | 
»rovisional, providing for a future time when the | 





the other contemplated immediate action. | 

Mr. BIGLER. I regret exceedingly, sir, that 
I happened to be out of my seat when this topic 
was presented. 


I do not know how it originated | 


I understand that the Sen- 


of the constitution was not discussed on a certain 
occasion to which I have heretofore referred, and || 
in regard to which some feeling grew up between 
I regret, | 
in addition, that the Senator from Illinois is not 
now in his seat, for if it be necessary to discuss 
that unpleasant question again, perhaps it would 
be as well to do it nowasat any other time. For 
my part I am perfectly prepared for any ordeal | 
on that subject. The Senate will bear me wit- 
ness, and the country will bear me witness 

Mr. WADE. Idid notintend to yield the floor 
for an argument, but simply for an explanation | 
in regard to this matter. 

Mr. BIGLER. I must beg the Senator’s par- 








interesting. 
What I said when this point first came up, | 


| 
| 
tion I have given the question has confirmed me | 


in the truth of what I then said. I did not say |, 
that the distinct proposition was discussed; I did || 


| Rot say what this Senator or that Senator did or \| 


said on the occasion. This I did say, and this I || 


|| repeat, that the result of that interview and dis- | 


cussion wag, to leave the impression clear on my || 
mind that the intention of the bill, known as the || 
Toombs bill, was to bring Kansas into the Union 
as a State through the agency of one popular vote, | 


Did I 


from Illinois, in March, 1856, contained an ex- 
press provision requiring for the constitution the 
sanction of the people? Did I not show that the | 
bill read in place by the Senator from Georgia, in 
the subsequent month of June, contained the 

same provision? Did I not show that both those || 
bills were referred to the committee of which the || 
Senator from Illinois is the able chairman; and || 
that the bill reported as an amendment to what |! 
was known as the Toombs bill, or one supplying 1] 
both those referred to the committee, contained || 
no such provision? I gave that history in justi- || 
fication of the impression which I expressed; and || 
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I repeat it as a complete vindication of all I 
said. 
I know, sir, that I have been told that I entirely 


| misunderstood the nature of the discussion on 


that occasion; that it had reference, not to a vote 
of the people, but that the question was whether, 
when the proposed law should have been fully 
executed, and the commissioners to bé appointed 
had performed their functions, Kansas wesa State 
in the Union, or whether it would require another 
vote in Congress. I admit that was a leading 
topic; but can I find any stronger evidence, in 
addition to what I have given of the correctness 
of my impressions, than that history itself? It 
is clear, thatif it was a question whether Kansas 
was in the Union when that law had been fully 
administered, I could have had the impression that 
there was to be a vote of the people on the con- 
stitution. 

I do not desire, at this time, in the absence of 
the Senator from Illinois, to go into this question 
at any length. I stated a distinct recollection only 
in reference to what the Senator from Georgia had 
said. ‘The impression made on my mind was in 
this way: He related to me the history of Ohio; 
the peculiar facts in the history of that State; that 


it had been in the Union fer years without hav- 
| ing been voted in by Congress; and that, when a 


committee was appointed to inquire into the fact 
whether Ohio was in the Union, the answer by 
the committee was that the constitution of Ohio 
was republican. ‘That item of history left its im- 
pression upon my mind. Now, sir, on no ocea- 
sion have | attempted to impugn the motives or 


| the integrity of any Senator who participated in 
| that consultation and discussion; but I have de- 


fended myself; I have done it by the history of the 
case. [ inquired on this floor how the provision 
requiring the people to vote was stricken out of 
the bill. Who did it? Why was itdone? It 
surely was not done to secure to the people of Kan- 


| sas the right to vote. A provision similar was af- 


terwards inserted in the Minnesota bill, and that 
went still further to strengthen the impressions | 
had entertained as to the character of the Toombs 
bill. 

Mr. President, I have no pride of opinion in 
these things. I think I am as ready to bear and 
forbear as any man. But ina matier that con- 


| cerns my personal integrity, I shall allow no man 
| to question me. I represent a proud and a patri- 
otic people here; and when I know that I speak 
| the truth, I shall stand by the right, regardless of 
| consequences. 


My impressions are clear that it 
was the intention to bring Kansas into the Union 


| through the agency of one popular vote under the 


Toombs bill; that it was not contemplated that 


| the constitution to be prepared, in the way pre- 


scribed in that bill, should be submitted to the vote 
of the people. No provision was made for an 
election of that kind. It was a scheme complete 
in itself, and there was no arrangement for a pop- 
ular vote on the constitution. The agency of the 


| commissioners ceased when the convention was 
| aloe 
elec ted. 


Now, sir, I feel greatly at a loss, for Ido not 
know precisely what was said on this subject —— 

Mr. PUGH. There was no issue made wit) 
the Senator at all, on any of the points to which 
he has alluded; and therefore I suggest that my 
colleague is entitled to continue his remarks, and 
the Senator may proceed afterwards. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish toask the Senator from 
Pennsylvania a question. I want to ask him if 
he did not make a speech in the Territory of 
Kansas, last summer, in which he advocated the 
submission of the constitution to be made to the 
vote of the people of that Territory? 

Mr. BIGLER. That is very irrelevant. What 


| has that to do with the question I have been dis- 


cussing? If, however, the Senator from Ohio is 


| perfectly willing to allow me to do so, I shal! an- 


swer the Senator from Massachusetts. I have 
seen that story embellished and circulating in the 
pores Now, sir, I said in Kansas just what | 

ave said on this floor. I was in faver of submit- 
ting the constitution to a vote of the people. I was 
not in the habit of making speeches in Kansas 
On one occasion, and one only, perhaps for ten 
minutes, I expressed my views, speaking gener- 
ally about the character of the Territory and the 
importance of peace and quiet to the people, and 
the blessings of a State. I did say that the con- 
stitution ought to be submitted toa vote; but itis 































































































































































1118 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


justice to myself to say, that when I said that I || Ithink that when the Senator from Mlinois further 


had no other question in view than that of sla- 
very; and had any man, with sufficient authority, 
said ** we will submit the slavery question,’’ my 
answer would have been, that is sufficient. gut 
I did not say I would not vote for the admission, 
unless the constitution was voted on by the peo- 
ple. Furthermore, I happen to have a reply at 
hand, here in my desk, in a speech which | made 
in August, immediately aftermy return from Kan- 
sas, in answer to Mr. Wilmot, in which I toox 
precisely the position which I have occupied on 
this floor; that was, if the popular sense was as- 
certained on the slavery question, that was all that 
we, outside of the Territory, had any right to ex- 
pect, or require, or look into. 

Mr. BRODERICK. 
Ohio yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRODERICK. 
bate has taken a very extraordinary turn; and, 
after the speech of the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia, I think it is proper that the Senator from I]- 
linois should be sent for, or that the Senate should 
adjourn overuntil Monday. [A laugh.) I know 
that some gentlemen have a habit of coughing 
and speaking in an insulting manner when Sena- 
tors rise here. b think that is very unworthy of 
agentieman. [donotthink any gentleman would 
indulge in it. 

Now, Mr. President, I have listened very care- 
fully to the speech of the Senator from Pennsy!l- 
vania; and I recollect very well, that when ona 
former occasion the Senator from Illinois interro- 
gated him on the point to which he has just 
spoken, he did not at that time speak positively, 
or have any positive recollection of what did take 
slace in the house of the Senator from Illinois; 
but he said his impression was that such a debate 
did take place. ‘The Senator from Illinois flatly 
denied it within the hearing of every Senator on 
this floor. He is now confined to his bed, I un- 
derstand, very sick; though I do not know but 
that he might be sent for. 

3ut, sir, it is now after three o’clock, and I hope 
that the Senator from Ohio will give way to a mo- 
tion to adjourn, or that the Senate will proceed to 
other business this afternoon, the Private Calen- 
dar for example, because I am very anxious that 
the Senator from Illinois should be present if this 
debate is to be continued this afternoon. I think 
every friend of his upon this floor— I do not speak 
of his political friends, but every gentleman who 
respects him, should vote to give him an oppor- 
tunity to be here so that the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania may again repeat what he so valiantly 
repeated a few moments since. 

Mr. WADE. If there is a motion to adjourn 
I am willing to give way, for I am very tired my- 
self; but I shall get through very soon. 

Mr. GREEN. I object to an adjournment. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Ohio yield to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania? 

Mr. BIGLER. I think I am entitled at least to 
that courtesy fur a moment. I know the Senator 
from Ohio will extend it to me. I cannot permit 
the Senator from California to place me in a false 
position. His intimation is, that I have said in 
the absence of the Senator from Illinois what I 
did not say in his presence. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Such is my impression, 
sir. 

Mr. BIGLER. Well, your impressions are 
wrong. The variation is simply so far as relates 
to the discussion of the question of Kansas being 
in the Union under that bill. That is the onl 
essential variation. I have made no issue with 
the Senator from Illinois, and I have been careful 
not to do so beeause of his absence; more so 
than [ should have been if he had been present. 
The Senator from California would put this ques- 
tion in a false view before the Senate. Now, sir, 
I hope the Senator from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Ohio yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. WADE. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Onlya few moments, sir. 
My memory must be very treacherous, if the 
Senator from Pennsylvania is correct. My im- 

»ression is that he did deny that the Senator from 
llinois was present when this meeting took place. 








Mr. President, this de-- 


Will the Senator from | 


' desires it. 


interrogated him, he again said that he did not 
know whether that gentleman was present, or had 
any knowledge of the fact. I may be mistaken. 

Mr. HALE. No, you are not. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I am very confident as to 
the accuracy of my recollection. I think the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania will find that he did it 
with a great deal of tremor. I thought he had 
taken it all back in the most submissive manner; 
and therefore I intended, out of the respect I bore 
him at that time, to talk to him upon the question. 
But, sir, I let it pass, and said nothing to him 
about it. I believe four fifths of the Senators who 
are now present were upon the floor at the time 
that debate took place, and will concur with me 
in this respect. The Senator from Illinois is now 
confined to his bed by sickness; and I hope that, 
out of respect to that gentleman, the Senate will 
adjourn, and then we shall be able, on Monday, 
to ascertain whether the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania is correct or not. 

Mr. BIGLER and Mr. WADE addressed the 
Chair. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Ohio claim the floor? 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir; and I only wish to say 
that, since this matter has come up in the shape 
it has, if there are personal considerations requir- 
ing time for explanation, I will not stand in the 
way of an adjournment; I will give way to a mo- 
tion of that kind. 

Mr. GREEN. [I merely wish to remark 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Ohio yield the floor? 

Mr. WADE. 
motion to adjourn to be made, if any gentleman 
sees fit to make it. 

Mr. GREEN. I wish to make a suggestion. 
If you are determined to postpone this subject, 
there are other matters to attend to. Do not let 
us adjourn. 

Mr. BRODERICK. If there are other matters 
to attend to, let us proceed to their consideration. 
I move that this question be postponed until Mon- 
day at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. GREEN. I hope that motion will not pre- 
vail. ‘This debate must be ended. 

Several Senators rose 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state the question before hearing anything that 
may be said. The Chair will not recognize any 
Senator until he states the question before the Sen- 
ate. Itis moved and seconded that the further 
consideration of this subject be postponed until 
Monday at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. SEWARD and Mr. BRODERICK called 
for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President 

Mr. PUGH. I hope the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania will allow me to say a word which may 
relieve him probably from some embarrassment. 
I heard the allegations of the Senator from I]linois 
and the Senator from Pennsylvania on a former 
oceasion; and I took it on myself, as their com- 
mon friend, to bring them together to have a con- 
versation on this subject. My own impression 
was that the Senator from Pennsylvania was dis- 
tinct and correct in his statement, but that the 
conversation transpired in another portion of the 
room when the Senator from I]linois did not hear 
it; and I understood that to be their mutual un- 
derstanding. 

Now, if | thought the honor of the Senator from 
Illinois were involved in any degree, even in the 
slightest degree, I should move to p8stpone the 
further consideration of this question; or, if my 
colleague says it will be convenient to him, and 
that he desires it, I will vote to postpone it; but I 
do not understand how a collateral matter brought 
in here by the Senator from Pennsylvania, who 
did not hear my colleague, is to usurp the whole 
attention of the Senate, and to lead off the Senate 
into a great many other collateral matters. That 
is the reason why I shall be compelled to vote 
against the postponement, unless my colleague 
thought the matter between the Sen- 
ators from Pennsylvania and Illinois was all hap- 
pily understood between them atthat time. 1| ten- 
dered my good offices as their friend, and thought 
it was ended. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator from Ohio is sub- 
stantially correct in what he has stated. He will 
remember, however, that it was subsequent to 
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| that time that I made my prepared speech an) 
gave the history of this case in justification ,¢ 
what I had previously said. It will be remem. 
bered, and the debate would show if I had j; ,, 
hand, that I said to the Senator from Illinois)». 
I only intended to hold him accountable by th, 
record. I stated that I did not pretend to recol)c. 
that the Senator from Illinois participated jn t),. 
particular discussion to which I referred, | ,. 
stated in the first debate. It is not becomine ;, 
the Senator from California to characterize 4), 
manner in which I did what I conceived to be a, 
act of propriety. I could not recollect the pay. 
ticular part which the Senator from Illinois hag 
in the discussion, nor was it necessary. | only 
gave the general impression made on my mind. 
I afterwards gave the history of the case as coy. 
‘firming it. That is consistent with all I said, 

Mr. BRODERICK. I think ita duty that | 

owe to the Senate, as well as to the Senator from 

Illinois, to state that when the Senator from New 
| Hampshire, some fifteen or twenty days since, 
| made his speech, I understood, at that time, the 
| Senator from Illinois to say that the Senator from 
New Hampshire intended to allude to the meet. 
ing which took place in his room. The Senator 
| from Illinois informed the Senator from Pennsy!. 
| vania, that if the Senator from New Hampshire 

did allude to that subject again, he would, upon 
| this floor, denounce the allegation as a falsehood, 
if the Senator from Pennsylvania did not qualify 
itin some manner. Now, sir, the Senator from 
Illinois is absent 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator is talking about 
what the record here or the debate will not show 
one word of. It never occurred. 

Mr. BRODERICK. [am talking about what 
the Senator from Illinois informed me; so that 
it is a question of veracity between the Senator 
_from Pennsylvania and the Senator from Illi- 
| nois. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator shall not attack 
the Senator from Illinoisin his absence. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois never did any such thing on the 
floor of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
from Pennsylvania pause? The Chair must at- 
tempt to control debate and make it regular, and 
therefore the Chair will not allow it to proceed 
until he asks the Senator entitled to the floor 
whether he yields the floor to the Senator inter- 
rupting. That will enable the Chair to exercise 
some control over the manner of proceeding. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I yield. 

Mr. BIGLER. Every Senator here knows that 
the Senator from New Hampshire did discuss 
| that subject pointedly and distinctly. The Sen- 
ator from California says that the Senator from 
Illinois asserted that he would rise here and de- 
nounce it as false.. The Senator from Illinois 
never did any such thing. Now, sir, where is 
the issue? Denounce as false, what, sir? The 
| assertion that that interview left the impression 
_on my mind,as | overand over repeated, that the 

intention and the effect of that bill was to bring 

Kansas into the Union through the agency of one 
| popular vote, and that vote for delegates—that 1s 
all. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Well, Mr. President, ! 
| suppose when the Senator from Illinois takes his 
| seat in this body, he would like to speak upon 

this question. Itis now three hours since the Sen- 

ator from Ohio commenced his remarks. | un- 

derstand there are a great many private bills upon 
' the table, and I hope the Senate will postpone this 
| matter until half past twelve o’clock on Monday, 
| so that we can proceed with private business 0” 
| the Calendar. On that motion I call for the yeas 
| and nays. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. We have been sitting here, very 
| intensely engaged, all the week. 

Mr. BROWN. On that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KING. Before the vote is taken, I will 
state that I was requested by the Senator from 
_Maine (Mr. Hamiiy] to inform the Senate thet 
he had paired off with the Senator from Florida, 
(Mr. Yuuer.] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays; 
resulted—yeas 20, nays 18; as follows: 





YEAS—Messrs. Broderick, Chandier, Clark, Collamer, 
Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, 
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Harlan, King, Pugh, Seward, 
Wade, and Wilson—20. sah 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, Clay, 
Fiteh Green, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkan- 
vac, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Mason, Polk, Se- 
pastian, Slidell, and Toombs—18. 


So the Senate adjourned. 


Simmons, Start, Trumbull, | 





IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 15, 1858. 


Prayer by Rev. W. D. Hatey. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BROWN presented a joint resolution of 
the corporation of Washington, asking Congress 
to make an appropriation for opening and grading 
Massachusetts avenue from Twelfth street to the 
northwestern boundary of the city; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
jumbia. me 

He also presented a joint resolution of the cor- 
poration of Washington, in relation to lighting 
certain avenues and streets in that city with gas; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. COLLAMER presented the memorial of 
Ebenezer Watson, praying an increase of his pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition of citizens 
of Patterson, New Jersey, for the adoption of 
measures for the gradual and peaceful extinction 
of slavery; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of R. F. 
Mason, Passed Assistant Surgeon in the Navy, 
praying that his pay may date from his examina- 
tion, and not from the time of his commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, presented a pe- 
tition of citizens of Fort Dodge, lowa, praying that 
the public lands may cease to be considered asource 
of public revenue, and that hereafter all entries of 
them may be confined to actual settlers; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented two petitions from citizens 
of Wisconsin, praying that the public lands may 
cease to be considered a source of public revenue, 
and that hereafter entries of them may be con- 
fined to actual settlers; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the petition of cit- 
izens of Arkansas, praying for the establishment 
of a mail route from Fort Smith, in-that State, to 
Albuquerque, in New Mexico; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

Loads. 

He also presented a petition of steamboat offi- 

cers and citizens of Napoleon, Arkansas, praying 
the establishment of a board of inspectors of 
steamboats at Memphis, Tennessee; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
_ Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of inhab- 
itants of Yates county, New York, praying that 
apension may be granted to Martha Brown, widow 
ofa revolutionary soldier; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

He also presented resolutions of the New York 
State Agricultural Society, recommending that a 
grant of land be made to each of the several States 
and Territories of the Union, including the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for the maintenance and en- 
dowment of agricultural colleges therein; which 
was referred tq the Committee on Public Lands. 

_He also presented a petition of citizens of New 
York, praying that the public lands may be granted 
in farms or lots, free of cost, to actual settlers 
only; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legisla- | 
ture of New York, instructing the Senators and 
Representatives of that State in Congress to use 
their influence to procure the enactment of a law 
granting pensions to the surviving soldiers of the 
Indian wars from 1791 to 1795, and to the widows 
of such as have died; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the egisla- 
ture of New York, instructing the Senators and 
tepresentatives of that State in Congress to urge 
the enactment of a law granting to the militia of 
the States arms and equipments of the most effi- 
cient patterns, and in increased quantities, and 
also the enactment of a !aw to reorganize the mili- 
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tia system: which was referred to the Committee 


' on Military Affairs and Militia, and ordered to be 


printed, 

Mr. FOSTER. I present the petition of Char- 
lotte Taylor, now residing in the State of Con- 
necticut, the only surviving child of the late Wil- 
liam Searbrough, of Savannah, Georgia. As the 
petition is very short, and as it will more clearly 
explain its purport than I can, I ask that it niay 
be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

To the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States: 

The petition of Charlotte Taylor, now residing in the 
State of Connecticut, respectfully shows: That your peti- 
tioner is the only surviving child of the late William Scar 
brough, of Savannah, Georgia; that her father, being an 
energetic and enterprising man, of great mechanical genius, 
eaused to be constructed, in the years 1818 and 1819, with 
his own means and those of every friend he could enlist in 
the effort, the first steamer that ever crossed the Atlantic— 
the Savannah, of Savannah, Captain Stevens Rogers, of 
New London, commanding; that her voyage was entirely 
successful, and inaugurated a new and brilliant era in the 
history of the naval and commercial marine of the country. 
For the details of said voyage, and for other interesting de 
tails connected with the enterprise, your petitioner refers 
to the affidavit of Captain Rogers, hereto annexed, and 
which, she prays, may be taken as a part of this her peti 
tion. Your petitioner prays that your honorable bodies will 
take into consideration the great sacrifices which her father 
made in accomplishing this great work, (for it utterly ruined 
and impoverished him,) and that you will award to your pe- 
titioner such pecuniary acknowledgment as you may see fit 
for the great and lasting benefits which have resulted to the 
country from the enterprise, and pecuniary sacrifices of 
said William Searbrough. And your petitioner will ever 
pray, &e., &e. CHARLOTTE TAYLOR. 

I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

ry > 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of John W. Pray, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Comunittee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Thomas W. Ward, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Claims. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. COLLAMER asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 


200) in relation to the duties of postmasters; | 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. BIGGS asked, and by unanimous consent 


| obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 201) to 


execute the treaties of 1817 and 1819, with the 
Cherokees, by making provision for the reserva- 
tions under the same; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (No. 359) for the relief of Duncan Rob- 


ertson, was read twice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Auten, their Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills; which were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

An act for the relief of John Hamilton; and 

A joint resolution to authorize certain officers 


and men, who have been engaged in the search | 


for Sir John Franklin, to receive certain medals 
—* to them by the Government of Great 
ritain. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Commitee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial 
of Charles A. Kinkead, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill (S. No. 199) for the relief of 
Livingston, Kinkead & Co. The bill was read, 
and passed to a second reading, and the report 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of citizens of St. Louis 
county, Minnesota, and the petition of citizens 
of Copper Harbor, Lake Superior, respecting an 
agency for the Indian bands of Lake Superior, 
asked to be discharged from their further consid- 
eration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred resolutions of the Legislature of 


|| Texas, relative to the adoption of measures for 
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the protection of citizens of Texas against Indian 
depredations, presented February 16 and Feb- 
ruary 24, and the resolution of that Legislature 
relative to the removal of Indians west of the 
Pecos river, asked to be discharged from their 
further consideration, and that they be referred 
to the Secretary of War; which was agreed to, 

Mr. JOFLNSON, of Arkansas, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and Militia, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Jeremiah Y. Da 
shiell, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
(S. No. 202) for the relief of Major Jeremiah Y. 
Dashiell, paymaster in the United States Army. 
The bill was read, and passed to a second read- 
ing, and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial 
of David Gordon, submitted a report accompa- 
nied by a joint resolution (S. No. 21) devolving 
upon the Secretary of War the execution of the 
act of Congress entitled, ** An act supplemental 
toan act therein mentioned,’’ approved December 
22,1854. The resolution was read and passed to 
a second reading; and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

ROSS WILKINS AND OTHERS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
further morning business, the Dusiness nextun 
order on the Calendar is the resolution offered by 
the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Dovenas.] 

Mr. STUART. I suppose it is not desired to 
discuss that question to-day. ‘There is a bill on 
the table which I observed my colleague desired 
to have passed a day or two ago, but it was laid 
over. I hope it will now be taken up. 

Mr. GREEN. It was laid over at the request 
of the Senator from Virginia, [Mr, Hunter,} who 
is absent on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia, I think, has withdrawn his objection. 

Mr. STUART. There is no objection to it 
certainly. The Senator from Virginia has ex- 
amined it. The case is one of great merit. 


Mr. CHANDLER. It is the bill (S. No. 58) to 


| authorize and direct the settlement of the accounts 


of Ross Wilkins, James Witherell, and Solomon 
Sibley, which was laid over on Saturday until to- 
day. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. BIGGS. 
ing the bill? 
read. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator from Vermont 
can state ina moment the facts of this case. 

Mr. COLLAMER. This bill relates toa claim 
for services as members of the land board of 
Michigan, some years since. As judges of the 
Territory they were directed to adjudicate on th 
French land claims in Detroit and that vicinity, 
and had a great deal of service of that kind to do. 
Their colleagues on that board have been from 
time to time provided for by two different acts, 
and for the services of these two judges, one of 
whom is deceased, it is proposed by this bill to 
pay at the same rate as the others; and that is the 
whole bill. Congress has passed upon it for the 


Is there any report accompany- 
If not too long, L ask that it be 


| different members of that board from time to time, 


and have made provision for all of them except 
two. They now apply to have pay at the same 
rate as the others have received. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 


| be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
WASHINGTON MILITARY ASYLUM. 
Mr. HALE. I wish to offer the following res- 


| olution of inquiry: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs and 
Militia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of abo! 
ishing the military asylum near Washington city, District 
of Columbia, and of resorting to some other means for pro 
viding for the inmates of that institution. 


I ask for the consideration of the resolution at 
this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Before the resolution is passed, 
I wish to say that a resolution of similar char- 
acter was passed by the Senate at the last session, 
and an inquiry was instituted and pursued by the 
Committee on Military Affairs. They made a re- 
port, and the result of that report was an act of 
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Congress abolishing the military asylum at Har- | 
rodsburg, in Kentucky. Since that, t have re- 
ceived several communications, and I am told that 
there have been eommunicauions also received b 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, showing « most gross abuse of the purpose 
of Congress, ana of the fund which is created by 
a tax on the soldiers’ pay. : 
In the military establishment of this city, the 
pensioners are made menial servants of the offi- 
cers, subjected to military discipline, fed just as 
they would be if they were in the deserts of Utah, 
arbitrarily fined if they take an apple from the 
ground, or a cucumber from the vines, which are 
bought with their own money, together with the 
asylum Which Congress has furnished, and for 
which they pay. It costs $600 a year for each || 
man at this asylum; and yet the men are stinted | 
and treated worse than they could be in any desert 
in which they mightbe put. But while they are 
thus robbed, the officers, as will appear by this 
report, have had double pay—their pay in the | 
Army, and their pay as superintendents. The 
money of the men has been taken to make splen- 
did accommodations for entertaining the Presi- | 
dent of the United States and the Secretary of 
War last summer, so as to blind their eyes and 
get them to wink at the gross frauds which are 
perpetrated on these old soldiers. I will submit 
the resolution to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs; and if they will go into it, they will find a 
system of abuse in this city, right under the very 
nose of Congress, that ought to make every man 
ashamed. ‘The case would be bad enough if it 
were the public money and the public funds that 
were thus used; but these men are not dependent 
on the charities of the Government, for it is their 
own money of which they are robbed to feast and 
entertain military officers, the President of the 
United States, and the Secretary of War, and 
these poor old creatures are subjected to hard | 
work, and compelled to menial services and me- 
nial offices for the officers. If an old man, perhaps | 
eighty years of age, happens to be guilty of any 
dereliction, he is fined. Inaddition to gross mis- 
appropriation of his money by fines and exor- 
bitant exactions, he is again defrauded. I hope 
the resolution will pass and the inquiry be made. 
The resoluuon was agreed to. 


KANSAS——-LECOMPTON CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. GREEN. With the consent of the Sen- | 
ator from Ohio, I move to take up the unfinished | 
special order. 

Mr. WADE. Tam ready to go on atany time. 
It makes no difference to me. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 


in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- || 


eration of the bill (S. No. 161) for the admission 
of the State of Kansas into the Union. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BRODERICK. Will the Senator from 
Ohio yield for a moment? 

Mr. WADE. I will yield, sir; but I hardly 
want to get postponed as long as 1 was the other 
day, for | am very anxious to finish my remarks 
on this subject. I will yield, sir. 

Mr. BRODERICK. When the Senate ad- 
journed, Mr. President, on Saturday, I stated that 
Judge Doveias would be in his seat to-day, for 
the purpose of replying to the speech made by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. I saw the Judge 
yesterday, and he informed me that he would be 
here to-day if his doctor would permit him to 
leave hisroom. I hive just received a letter from 
him, in which he states that it will be impossible 
for him to be in the Senate to-day, but he will try 
to be here to-morrow or the following day. By 
that time, | suppose,as the speech of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania has been reported, the Senator 
from Illinois will have been able to see what was 
stated by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

W hile [am up, I desire to call the attention of 
he Senate toa paragraph which | find in the New 
York Herald, a paper that has a very large circu- 
lation, | suppose the largest of any paper in the 
Union. It is in these words: 





** Quite a personal wrangle occurred in the Senate to-day 
between Messrs. Bieter and Broperick. Mr. BronericK 
took exception to remarks made by Mr. Bieter in reference 
to Mr. Dovetas, who is detained at home by sickness, and 
asked that the Senate adjourn, in order to give DouGias an 
opportunity to vindicate himself from this insidious attack. 
Mr. Bieter promptly rebuked the Senator from California 
for hie mpertinence, and bere the matter ended.” 
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Now, sir, I did not think on Saturday that I 
received any rebuke from the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, or from any other Senator upon this 
floor. I have never yet received a rebuke in this 
Chamber, and I hope I never shall. I try to con- 
duct myself here as becomes a Senator. 
not be possible that the man who wrote this par- 
agraph was present when the debate took place 
on Saturday If he was present he has fabricated 
a deliberate falsehood, which is unbecoming in 
any one who is entitled to privileges in this Cham- 
ber as a reporter. I am sure that when the editor 
of that paper finds out that this paragraph is un- 
true, he will correct the erroneous statement. I 


thought it proper to direct the attention of the Sen- 


| 


| stricken out. 


ate to this subject to avoid misapprehension. 
Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Ohio yield the floor. 
Mr. WADE. Well, sir, I suppose I must. 
Mr. BIGLER. I rise, Mr. President, simply 
to set myself right in reference to the debate of 


Saturday, not to account for this newspaper para- | 


graph. I know nothing about it, and of course 
no Senator is responsible for what is said in the 
newspapers. ‘There is scarcely a day of my life 
that ide not sce some unaccountable statement 
in them. What I feel it due to myself to say is, 
that I came into the Chamber on Saturday, after 
the question, to which I then referred, had been 
in some way suggested. I spoke under mistaken 
apprehensions of what had been said. I am sat- 
isfied from what I know now, that if I had been 
in my seat I should not have felt required to take 
notice of what passed. 

Now, sir, an additional remark, and one only; 
and that is as regards the relations of the Senator 
from Hlinois and myself. [certainly was not sen- 
sible of making any attack upon him, or saying 
what could be understood as offensive. 1 rose 
for the purpose of defending myself against what 
I thought was an imputation on what I had pre- 
viously said on the unpleasant topic under con- 
sideration. Iam not in the least disposed, in the 
absence of the Senator from Illinois, to say any- 
thing on this question, or any other, that | would 
not say in his presence; and I feel satisfied that, 
whew that honorable Senator and myself discuss 
this question, if ever we do discuss it, or any 
other, the Senator from California will be con- 
vinced that we are each controlled by honorable 
bearing and manly motives. We have a difference 
of opinion on this question, but I do not know 


that we have anything more unpleasant, and I did 


not intend to be offensive to the Senator from Illi- 
nois in his absence, but to say what I thought 
was just to myself. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, when I alluded 
on Saturday to that enabling act, which was 
called the Toombs bill, I had no idea that I was 
about to wake up so many reminiscences asI have, 
in almost every direction in this Chamber. I 
called attention to it, not with any purpose what- 
ever of raising any question over the manner in 
which a clause in that bill seemed to have been 
I do not care who struck it out; I 


| do not care what deliberations were had about it. 


The reason, and the only reason, why I alluded 
to it was,that I thought the Senator from Louis- 


| iana, [Mr. Bensamin,] in calling attention to it, 


had given it a consequence to which it was not 


| entitled; and I had some observations that I 


| such thing. 
| were just as much alike as the Siamese twins. | 


other thought; what befel one always befel the | 
_ other at the same time. 


thought proper to make on that pore dut the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bieier,] al- 
ways exceedingly jealous of any imputation as 
to his differing with the President on any ques- 
tion, supposed that some one was about arraign- 
ing him for a departure from the Democratic faith 
on this subject. Now, sir, [ should have been 
the last man in the world to suspect him of any 
I supposed he and the President 
{Laughter.] I supposed what one thought the 
I have no doubt that he 
is always orthodox. I hardly know from his re- 
marks who was the great discoverer of this im- 
proved idea of popular sovereignty. The Presi- 


| ident, to be sure, tells us that, in regard to sub- | 


mitting constitutions to the people, he formerly | 
held that this constitution must be submitted to 
the people of Kansas, to the whole people; and 
that they must have a fair opportunity to vote on 
it, and must not be interrupted by fraud or vio- | 


It can- || 
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|| lence; but in his late message he tells us that hj. 
| mind at that period was fixed entirely on th, 
| slavery clause; he did not think of anything else. 
| T understand the Senator from Pennsylvania ,, 
| have declared on Saturday that he formerly he\j 
that a constitution certainly should be submitteg 
to the people for their approval or dissent; but} 
also observed that he, like the President, wh), 
| he said so, thought of nothing except the slavery 
clause. Ido not know but that it may be pp). 
dent, in the view of some, to withhold the who) 
ofa constitution from the consideration of the p a 
ple who are to live under it at the time. It mie}; 
be an overdose; it might be a little too much fo, 
the stomachs of the people to take a whole ep». 
stitution; and if the people are not to judge of j;, 
|| who can do it better than Doctor Buchanan, o, 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? They give itt 
the people by clauses; they suppose there ay, 
some things too high for the consideration of t) 
_ people, when they come to investigate a constity. 
tion. There are other matters, if I understay 
them, which it is safe to intrust the people wit! 
and they are to be the judges of what shall be sub. 
mitted. 
But, sir, I was led to this course of remark 
| from the zeal of gentlemen to define their positions 
on this subject. I suppose it is a principle of the 
Democratic party always to be 1n line with th 
President on all subjects. I suppose if he takes 
snuff, every true Democrat ought to sneeze, 
else be read out of the party; and I suppose al 
| true Democrats are willing to do that. I hay: 
| taken it for granted that such would be the fac: 
3ut I will state my object in calling attention: 
the Toombs bill. I was not invited into the fi- 
mous council where all the clauses of that bj 
were taken under consideration, and yet I doub 
not that I understand it just about as well as they 
did, and they will correct me if I do not state i: 
aright. A bill admitting Kansas under what was 
called the Topeka constitution had lately passed 
| the House of Representatives, at the period « 
which the Toombs bill was framed. It was sen: 
_ here; and this body had voted it down. The Re- 
publicans voted for it, and the Democracy voted 
| against it. We were outnumbered, and the To- 
peka constitution was killed. As the presidential 
| campaign was approaching, it did not look ex: 
actly right, considering the commotions that had 
taken place in Kansas Territory, that, after voting 
down the proposition the people of the Territory 
had given you, you should go into the canvass 
without substituting anything for it. If 1 wast 
| guess now, I should think that council was hei 
| for the purpose of getting up a very plausibl: 
measure, which they knew the Republicans wo 
_ have to vote against, and which could not pass the 
House of Representatives, and which would bes 
very good thing to take on the stump in the cat- 
| vass. My opinion is, that that is about all ti: 
| importance that is to be attached to what was 
called the Toombs bill. 

I do not care much what clauses it had in it. I! 
| was plausible enough on its face, I know, excep! 
in this particular; and I was off my guard in re- 
lation to it. I did not look to see whether it had 
that or not; I did not care whether it had it or not. 
I knew then, as now, that the Administration had 
everything their own way in that Territory; 2% 
when you provided for officers to execute you! 
law, if it were made by an angel from heaven,“ 
would be perverted to the very worst of purposes 
and it would be turned into a party channel the! 
could not be got rid of. I*knew,that was so, 
I voted against the bill because no bill could» 
yroperly, justly, and equitably carried out in 
| Territory under the officers who then presi 
there. It gave the Democratic party a litue 0 
| vantage over us, because our ideas were not pale 

on the face of the bill, and people would pro’ 
ably look to its language more than they wot 
_to the circumstances prevailing in the Territory, 
which rendered it exceedingly inexpedient 
anybody should then vote for the immediate 0 
| ganization of the Territory into a State under 


officers who were to take charge of it. 

The Senator from Louisiana alluded to 
a reproach to the Republicans here that they “ 
not vote for it, as though it was an olive brat 
held out by the Democracy that we refuse¢,*" 
the people there refused. He intimated that . 
we professed to wish that. something might “a 
done to make peace in the Territory, and g!vé 
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